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Thank you
Thanks to all those who paid their
subscription to EASE in good time,
and those who returned the data sheet
with their address details. If data can
be corrected once a year we can
produce an accurate List of Members
later in the year. If you have yet to pay,
please do so as soon as you can: EASE
wastes precious funds chasing
members for late payments.

Eighth General Assembly and
Conference, Bath, 8–11 June 2003
If you have not received the Second
Circular you can download a copy
from the EASE Web site at
www.ease.org.uk/ease2003info2.pdf.
The deadline for cheaper registrations
for the General Assembly and
Conference at Bath is 1 March; you will 
need to have paid your subscription by 
then to qualify for the considerable
saving on registration fees for
members.

EASE-Forum
This popular feature of EASE’s
activities is moving house from Turku
to Helsinki. Details of the change were
sent to the Forum in December and
will be repeated from time to time until 
the original host closes the database on 
1 March 2003. Our thanks to Hannu
Pajunen in Turku for the years spent as 
administrator of the host database, and 
also to Markku Löytönen for arranging 
a new host in Helsinki. If you missed
the Forum announcement, see the
Forum digest in this issue. Details are
also on the Web site at
www.ease.org.uk.

Science Editors’ Handbook
Last year was a busy one for Hervé
Maisonneuve, Arjan Polderman,
Moira Vekony and Rabi Thapa, the
team gathering the chapters for the
new and much enlarged Science
Editors’ Handbook. The Handbook, in a

binder with section dividers, will be
given free to all those attending the
Conference in Bath in June. Paid-up
members who are not able to attend
Bath will receive the revised and new
chapters free, in July. An order form
for the binder and additional copies of
the Handbook will be enclosed with the
May issue of the journal.

If you have promised to write a
chapter for the Handbook please ensure
it is delivered to Hervé as soon as
possible (deadline: end of January).
The Handbook will not be static but will
grow in line with members’ needs,
with additional chapters being issued
from time to time, as before.

Annual General Meeting, Paris
No new nominations to serve on the
Council have been received. Papers for 
formal acceptance of the Council
nominations, as circulated in
November, will be sent out in January,
together with a form to appoint a
proxy for those unable to attend the
AGM. Please let the Secretariat know if 
you plan to attend.

Moira has moved, again
Moira Vekony has now moved to her
permanent address in Canada. See
Membership list additions and
changes for details.

Peter Lomax
Peter Lomax’s name will be familiar as
a regular, and thorough, book
reviewer. It is with great sadness that
we have to record that Peter died in
December 2002. 

Contributions for the next issue
Contributions for the next issue are
invited and should be sent to the
appropriate member of the Editorial
Board (see right, and see Instructions
to authors in this issue and on the Web
site). The deadline for the May issue is
15 March.
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Ed i to rial

An au thors’ and ed i tors’ prob lem: au thor ship*

The sci en tific com mu nity was, in 2002, con fronted
with an explo sion of sci en tific fraud. Per haps the
most remark able was the fraud com mit ted by Jan
Hendrik Schön, a 32-year-old phys i cist at Bell Lab o ra -
tories, New Jersey. He had pub lished numer ous
arti cles in the fields of super con duc tiv ity, molec u lar
elec tron ics and molec u lar crys tals in the top jour nals.
An inde pend ent com mit tee found a “pre pon der ance
of evi dence” that he fal si fied or fab ri cated data in 16
of the 24 alleged cases of mis con duct that it looked at,
involv ing 25 pub lished research papers and 20
co-authors. Much atten tion was paid to this remark -
able case by numer ous sci en tific jour nals, includ ing
Nature and Sci ence.

Imme di ately after some of Schön’s arti cles had
proved to be fraud u lent, sev eral of his co-authors
claimed that they had noth ing to do with the fraud,
that they had con trib uted only minor pieces of the
work, and they they had not had an over view of the
entire work. For this reason they claimed to be inno -
cent of this fraud. The com mit tee found all co-authors
com pletely cleared of sci en tific mis con duct. The
co-authors have, in gen eral, met their respon si bil i ties, 
but in one case ques tions remain that the com mit tee
felt unqual i fied to resolve.

This is only one more exam ple of how ambig u ous
the atti tude of sci en tists towards author ship is. They
will do almost any thing to become an author or
co-author of an arti cle pub lished in, par tic u larly,
Nature. If they can do so on the basis of the work done
by some one else (by just pro vid ing some data or
doing some rou tine mea sure ments), many sci en tists
will not hes i tate to be named as an author. Nor will
they waive the cred its fol low ing such a pub li ca tion — 
until some thing hap pens like the dis cov ery of fraud.
Then those who were most eager to become
co-authors are usu ally the first to reject accu sa tions of
respon si bil ity for the fraud.

Author ship has become a hot item, par tic u larly
because many orga ni za tions (uni ver si ties, research
lab o ra to ries, etc.) judge sci en tists on the basis of their
pub li ca tions, pri mar ily on the number of pub li ca tions 
in ref er eed jour nals. This makes author ship — and
cer tainly co-author ship, since it requires in gen eral
less effort — a valu able good. The con se quence is that
people seek — and find — oppor tu ni ties to become
co-authors with out con trib ut ing much to an arti cle, so 
author ship now a days is fairly dif fer ent from author -
ship half a cen tury ago. This makes it dif fi cult for the
sci en tific com mu nity to judge who is respon si ble for
what in a multi-author arti cle. Sev eral ways of deal -
ing with this prob lem (includ ing estab lish ing
cat e go ries of co-authors such as con tri bu tors and
guar an tors) have been pro posed — and partly imple -
mented — but none is found to be truly sat is fac tory.

Where the sci en tific com mu nity has prob lems with
attrib ut ing sci en tific respon si bil ity to spe cific
co-authors, sci ence edi tors have the same prob lem.
And it may be an even more severe prob lem for edi -
tors than for the sci en tific com mu nity as a whole,
because the edi tors — backed by ref er ees — are con -
sid ered to be the gate keep ers who must guar an tee the 
qual ity of papers pub lished in respected jour nals.
This is where a seri ous prob lem emerges: the edi to rial 
board and the ref er ees of respected jour nals are com -
monly sci en tists them selves, chosen for edi to rial or
ref er ee ing activ i ties on the basis of their sci en tific
merits. Con se quently, the value of arti cles must be
judged by sci en tists who are, as a rule, under the same 
pres sure to pub lish as col leagues who break down
under this pres sure and commit fraud. Are edi tors
and ref er ees by def i ni tion so super hu man that they
can resist the temp ta tion of com mit ting fraud? It
seems unlikely.

Author ship is mostly ques tioned by edi tors.
Authors are non-exis tent in the debate. They seem to
exist only when mis con duct is revealed: then they
claim that they followed the local habits and were not
aware of guide lines pro posed by edi tors. Where are
the authors when author ship issues are debated? Do
the authors agree with the guide lines pro posed by
edi tors? Sev eral stud ies have shown the igno rance of
sci en tists on the author ship ques tion. How can
aware ness be raised amongst the sci en tific com mu -
nity and how should authors be rep re sented when
author ship is dis cussed in con gresses and jour nals?
Authors must challenge editors by giving their views
on edit ing topics and taking part in the debate.

Life would be much easier, cer tainly for edi tors, if
there were no added value to author ship. This is a
dream, how ever, that will prob a bly never come true.
It means that we have to face the prob lem. This is
already being done, amongst others by EASE in this
jour nal and in the new Hand book that will be launched
at the 2003 EASE Con fer ence in Bath (UK; 8–11 June),
where author ship will also be one of the hot topics to
be debated. The new Hand book, with the 40 or more
chap ters that will be ready by then, will be included in 
the con fer ence bag.

An inven tory of the prob lems of author ship is fine.
Pro posals for tack ling at least some of the prob lems
are good too. But even tu ally, for the good of the sci en -
tific com mu nity, for the good of honest authors, and
for the good of edi tors as the gate keep ers of sci en tific
truth — what ever that may be — we must find sat is -
fac tory solu tions. Pos si bly the Bath meet ing will
pro duce some answers.

Tom van Loon
Hervé Maisonneuve
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Ar ti cles

Cur rent peer re view pol icy needs im prov ing

Shuang-ming SONG
Ed i to rial Of fice of Chi nese Jour nal of Traumatology (Eng lish edi tion), Re search In sti tute of Sur gery and Daping
 Hospital, Chongqing 400042, PR China; songsm@163.net

Abstract
The exist ing prob lems of single-blinded and
double-blinded peer review policy indi cate that
the cur rent com monly used peer review method
should be mod i fied and improved. A serial review 
pro cess could be used, rather than the stan dard
par al lel pro cess in which the reviewer’s name and
review ing results are known to other review ers.
This method can pro vide faster, better, and more
effi cient peer review. With the con sent of review -
ers, the review ers’ names and the review ing
results are no longer blind to authors. Peer review
should become com pletely open via the internet.
Song S. 2003. Cur rent peer review policy needs
improv ing. Euro pean Sci ence Editing 29(1):4–6.

Peer review plays a key role in deter min ing which
orig i nal research is pub lished and thus becomes part
of the accepted body of sci en tific knowl edge.
Single-blinded peer review policy is com monly used
in Chi nese bio med i cal jour nals and it gen er ally
includes three steps: a pre lim i nary review by one of
the edi to rial staff, two exter nal review ers, and a final
deci sion made by an edi to rial board meet ing. In the
first step, the manu script is checked to deter mine
whether the con tent belongs to the scope of the jour -
nal, and whether it com plies with tech ni cal details
such as the cor rect list ing of ref er ences and label ling
of fig ures. In the second step, the review ers assess the
manu script’s sci ence, orig i nal ity, design, suit abil ity,
and inter pre ta tion of the results. At the third step we
edi tors often regard peer review as a fun da men tal
pointer to the final deci sion.

The impor tance of peer review in select ing the best
arti cles and guar an tee ing the qual ity of bio med i cal
pub li ca tions impels us to con sider whether pres ent
peer review pol i cies are fair. Do they guar an tee the
high est qual ity pub li ca tions? What is the favour ite
review ing style of authors or review ers? Is there any
room for improve ment in the direc tions of less bias
and more effi ciency?

Strengths and weak nesses of cur rent peer
 review pol icy
Single-blinded peer review pol i cies are gen er ally fol -
lowed by Chi nese med i cal jour nals, with review ers
know ing the iden tity of authors but the iden tity of
review ers con cealed from authors and other review -
ers. It is ben e fi cial to pro tect review ers and avoid
con tra dic tions, espe cially when authors and review -
ers have dif fer ent aca demic view points. This policy
seems to pro duce less bias and ensure the qual ity of
pub lished papers because review ers are able to eval u -
ate manu scripts frankly and with out any wor ries. On

the other hand, there are some dis ad van tages: there
are more pro cesses, so more time and expense are
involved. The policy is to blame for a great deal of
delayed pub li ca tion because of a few tardy review ers
and the loss of some manu scripts during the review -
ing pro cess. It is almost impos si ble for authors to
explain their posi tion and respond to the review ing
result even if they think the review is not cor rectly
judged. Authors must feel dis ap pointed when manu -
scripts are not cor rectly  reviewed or if they are
mis un der stood because the exper tise of a  reviewer is
periph eral to the sub ject of the manu script. In these
cir cum stances, review ers are like judges and authors
like defen dants deprived of the right of reply. The
authors and review ers are obvi ously not equal and
con se quently the system may be unfa vour able to
 academic prog ress.

Sur vey and re sults
Infor mation on pref er ences in peer review policy was
obtained from a ques tion naire survey car ried out by
our jour nal recently. Those ques tioned were peer
review ers who were mem bers or non-mem bers of the
edi to rial board and authors who con trib uted manu -
scripts from 1 May 2001 to 1 May 2002, no matter
whether the manu scripts were accepted or rejected.

The ques tions con cerned the style of peer review:
(1) double-blinded review, (2) single-blinded review,
(3) open review among review ers (unmask ing iden ti -
ties and review ing results between review ers), and (4) 
open review among review ers and authors (iden ti ties
of review ers and authors and review ing results are
known to each other).

Of the 197 sur veys mailed, 154 were returned. The
response rate was 81% for review ers (58/72), and 77%
for authors (96/125). Reviewers in favour of a
single-blinded policy accounted for 40% of all review -
ers, and few were in favour of unmask ing their names 
to authors. In con trast, most authors appre ci ated
open review or a double-blind policy (Table 1). The
main rea sons for review ers to choose double-blinded
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Ta ble 1. Com par i son of peer re view style fa vored by
the re view ers and au thors

Groups n Dou ble
blind
(%)

Sin gle
blind
(%)

Open 
be tween
re view ers
(%)

Open 
be tween
re view ers
and au -
thors (%)

Re viewers   58 11 (19) 23 (40) 21 (36)          3 (5)
Au thors      96 23 (24)  8 (8) 16 (17)        49 (51)
To tal     154 34 (22) 31 (20) 37 (24)        52 (34)
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or single-blinded review were that they could express 
their opin ions freely and so reduce bias and increase
fair ness. Those who like open review among review -
ers think it is help ful to the eval u a tion pro cess and
there fore more com pre hen sive. Those who dis like it
think it may influ ence their deci sions. The rea sons
given by authors were that open review is con ve nient
for exchang ing ideas with review ers if this was nec es -
sary and that it was ben e fi cial for revi sion of the
manu script; it also reduces bias and increases
account abil ity. Those who sup ported double-blinded 
review believe it can reduce bias.

Sug ges tions for im prov ing cur rent re view -
ing pol icy
Double-blinded and single-blinded review pol i cies
are com monly used for most bio med i cal jour nals.
Double-blinded review was once pos tu lated to pro -
duce less biased, better-qual ity reviews, but now
more and more stud ies show that it is no more ben e fi -
cial than single-blinded review and there fore may
also fail to improve the fair ness of review [1–3]. In
addi tion, blind ing is not only a logis ti cal hassle but
may also be impos si ble. Sev eral stud ies have shown
that about half of blinded review ers can cor rectly
guess the iden tity of the authors, based on either the
sub ject matter or clues in the text [3–5]. If mask ing is
fre quently unsuc cess ful, it is not likely to improve
fair ness, no matter how fair ness is defined. Today
double-blinded review is not used as often as
single-blinded review.

The short com ings in the cur rent gen er ally used
single-blinded review policy indi cate that it should be 
mod i fied. A dif fer ent peer-review pro cess has been
prac tised in our jour nal recently. This fol lows, with
some mod i fi ca tions, the system used by the Jour nal of
Neu ro sur gery  [6], where I stud ied and worked in 2000. 
It is a “serial review pro cess” rather than the com -
monly used “par al lel pro cess”. When a paper is
received, we send it to the first reviewer. The first
reviewer sends both the manu script and the review
directly to the second reviewer. When the second
review is ready, the second reviewer sends the manu -
script and the reviews back to edi to rial office. Instead
of the edi to rial board making the final “accept” or
“reject” deci sions, we edi tors make the deci sion on
the basis of the review ers’ com ments. If the opin ions
of the two review ers are con tra dic tory, we gen er ally
send the manu script to one or more addi tional
review ers to deter mine whether a con sen sus can be
estab lished. The time for deci sion-making after sub -
mis sion of the manu script is short ened from five
months to six to eight weeks because there is no need
to wait for an edi to rial board meet ing, which cannot
be held often, and the par al lel pro cess takes more time 
to deliver the manu scripts. We found that the new
peer-review pro cess can pro vide a quick, unbi ased,
help ful review and accord ingly ensure that good sci -
en tific papers in under stand able lan guage are
pub lished. 

In this peer review style, review ers are not blinded
to each other. The most sig nif i cant poten tial risk of
this open review style is obvi ous: review ers may be
influ enced by each other’s opin ions and, as a result,

manu scripts may receive an unfair review. Equally
pos si ble, how ever, is that the shar ing of opin ions
leads to reviews of better qual ity. A sim i lar con cept
has been prac tised for many years and com monly
accepted in clin i cal set tings. The shar ing of a con sul -
tant’s opin ions regard ing the man age ment of a
patient is often in the patient’s best inter est. Each phy -
si cian may have an idea that the others had not
con sid ered or with which they might have dis agreed.
The col lab o ra tive pro cess of weigh ing a con sul tant’s
opin ion against one’s own is poten tially more fruit ful
than two inde pend ently devel oped deci sions. The
long-term suc cess ful prac tice in clin i cal set tings led us 
to con clude that the key to prac tis ing the new peer
review policy is not to sus pect its ben e fits but to real -
ize that it could become second nature.

The internet makes it pos si ble to prac tise a new peer 
review system using the Web [7]. In this way, not only 
authors and review ers but also read ers are able to
read the review ing results. It is advis able and fea si ble
for them to take part in dis cus sion to elu ci date their
agree ment and dis agree ment. At this point, peer
review will be rev o lu tion ized to become a sci en tific
dis course rather than the cur rent sum mary judge -
ment; con se quently the aim of jour nals to act as a
garden of aca demic exchanges can be real ized. It is
gen er ally accepted that pub lished papers are fol -
lowed by dis cus sion, so why not do the same for
unpub lished papers?

Peer review is a social behav iour prac tised among
authors, review ers, and edi tors. It is nec es sary to
estab lish a super vi sory mech a nism. Open peer
review among review ers and also among authors has
been rec om mended in sev eral stud ies [8-12] and will
become a way to achieve faster, easier, more eco -
nomic, more effi cient and better peer review.
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Pub lishing short arti cles in the print jour nal and full arti cles on the Web?

The BMJ is do ing it with most re search pa pers
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BMJ and Uni ver sity of Vi enna; De part ment of Emer gency Med i cine, Vi enna Gen eral Hos pi tal, Währinger Gürtel
18–20/6D, A-1090 Vi enna, Aus tria; mmullner@bmj.com

Abstract
The value of orig i nal arti cles as pub lished in sci -
en tific jour nals is undis puted. At the BMJ it is
known that reg u lar read ers appre ci ate such arti -
cles but unfor tu nately hardly ever read them. This 
is prob a bly true for many if not most sci en tific
jour nals. In 1999 the BMJ started to pub lish
shorter, more reader-friendly arti cles in the print
jour nal and to put the full ver sion, with the
abridged paper, on bmj.com. The pro cess, our
expe ri ences and how this idea will be devel oped
fur ther are described here.
Müllner M. 2003. Pub lishing short ar ti cles in the
print jour nal and full ar ti cles on the Web? The BMJ
is do ing it with most re search pa pers. Eu ro pean
 Science Editing 29(1):6–9.

What is it and why we do it?
The mis sion of the BMJ is to “pub lish intel lec tu ally
sound mate rial that will serve the needs of doc tors,
mem bers, other health pro fes sion als, the sci en tific
com mu nity, and the public”. We are trying our best to 
live up to our mis sion state ment and to pres ent our
mate rial in ways that make people actu ally read and
under stand it. Reader sur veys tell us that unfor tu -
nately few people bother to read orig i nal research
papers. Except for some research ers, and maybe a few 
sci ence edi tors, read ing a full-blown research paper is 
not much of an enter tain ment. About 80% of our
weekly read ers read the title of a paper and 50% read
the abstract, but only about 2–5% read the com plete
paper; at least, this is what they say, but I sus pect that
even fewer people read entire research papers. There
is also another com mu nity: research ers who know
exactly what they are look ing for. These people actu -
ally read papers but only a par tic u lar selec tion of
them. Accord ingly the jour nal serves one audi ence as
if it were a weekly mag a zine such as The Econ o mist. It
serves another audi ence, mainly research ers and cli -
ni cians, as an archive of high-qual ity infor mation.
With the World Wide Web it is now pos si ble to serve
both needs by having a shorter, more jour nal is tic ver -
sion in the print jour nal and a longer, more detailed
ver sion on bmj.com. We call this pro cess ELPS — for
Elec tronic Long Paper Short. Because read abil ity is
just as impor tant on the Web, these shorter papers are
also pub lished on bmj.com along with their orig i nal

longer ver sions; both ver sions are acces si ble for free
in html and as pdf files. To make this clear to read ers
of bmj.com we mark the papers “abridged text” and
“full text”. In the print jour nal a symbol indi cates that
this is the abridged ver sion and that a longer ver sion
is avail able on bmj.com.

In April 1999 we pub lished our first four exper i -
men tal papers (Wil liams and Poulton 1999, Bredin et
al. 1999, Quinn et al. 1999, White head and Drever
1999) and the feed back was gen er ally pos i tive. Since
then the number of ELPS papers has steadily
increased and for about a year now vir tu ally all orig i -
nal research papers have been pro vided in the ELPS
format, unless they have already been sub mit ted as a
short report.

The num bers that follow show how much we
shorten papers: the aver age paper has about 2500 to
3000 words of main text, three to four tables, and two
fig ures. After short en ing, the aver age paper has about 
1100 to 1500 words of main text, one table, and one
figure. In the print jour nal the aver age abridged paper 
has three edi to rial pages and the long ver sion has
about five pages (pdf file). Accord ingly we are able to
save five to eight edi to rial pages every week, which
we can use for other arti cles.

How we do it?
When we started short en ing papers we had no recipe
for doing it. Quickly an infor mal pat tern emerged and 
has not changed greatly since we began doing this.
The gen eral struc ture of the short paper remains the
usual Intro duc tion, Methods, Results, and Dis cus sion 
(IMRaD). We try to reduce the less excit ing bits, such
as parts of schol arly intro duc tions, detailed meth od -
olog i cal infor mation (e.g. tech ni cal and sta tis ti cal
details far beyond the inter est of a gen eral read er -
ship), long-winded and com pli cated results (of no
help to the non-spe cial ist), and learned dis cus sions
(also for spe cial ists only), par tic u larly the spec u la tive
parts.

I used to say that I was “trying to main tain the
impres sion that the paper is still crit i cally apprais -
able”, that is, the paper still con tained enough
infor mation on meth ods to allow read ers to assess its
strength as a study. I need to say here that crit i cal
appraisability is often an illu sion, even for full papers. 
Then we tested these ver sions on other BMJ edi tors

European Science Editing February 2003; vol. 29(1) 7 Ar ti cles

mailto:mmullner@bmj.com


and finally on the paper’s authors. Sur pris ingly, we
had hardly any com plaints. Over time I com piled
infor mal guide lines on how to shorten papers (appen -
dix). The beauty of the whole pro cess is that you don’t 
lose the detailed infor mation; it is still there, just
some where else.

Ini tially sev eral edi tors thought it was a prob lem
that the long ver sion was not as imme di ately acces si -
ble as the short one. To a cer tain extent this is true, but
this mainly affects our tra di tional paper read ers in the 
UK. There are, how ever, many more users of bmj.com 
than print sub scrib ers. In prac tice the Web ver sion
(i.e. both the full and abridged ver sions) is more
acces si ble to most people.

We also tried dif fer ent for mats and asked our read -
ers which they pre ferred. The most suc cess ful ver sion 
was the way we do it at the moment (IMRaD).
Readers also liked the “seri ous news pa per” style
(http://bmj.com/cgi/con tent/full/319/7220/DC1/6 [30.
11.2002]). In this style we pres ent the main find ings
and mes sage in the first para graph, with more details
later in the paper. Fur ther, we used dif fer ent sub -
head ings to struc ture the text (Why we car ried out
this study; The back ground; What were the main
find ings? How did we per form the study? Why are
these results impor tant?). We have pub lished a few
stud ies in this format in the print jour nal (e.g. Herren
et al. 2001) but we received no feed back at all, not
even from the authors. I am not sure whether this is
good or bad.

The pro cess has evolved over time to make it more
prac ti cal and less of a hassle for every one involved.
Cur rently the work flow is as fol lows. Once a paper is
accepted after final revi sion it gets prop erly edited.
That means one of our tech ni cal edi tors checks the
paper thor oughly for gram mar, spell ing, con sis tency,
accu racy, and clar ity and inserts style tags into the
text. Then it is sent back to the author for approval.
One editor short ens the edited and approved long
ver sion. The aver age time to shorten a paper is about
three hours. A short report of a ran dom ized con -
trolled trial might take only an hour but a huge
sys tem atic review or a qual i ta tive paper might take
up to six hours. Then the short ver sion is again seen
by a tech ni cal editor, who tidies it up (e.g. makes sure
the ref er ences are renum bered to take account of
chunks of text that have been removed). The short
ver sion is then sent to the authors for final approval.
We are plan ning to stream line the pro cess by com bin -
ing tech ni cal edit ing and short en ing, so that the
author gets the two ver sions simul ta neously.

Who does it?
I believe that papers should be short ened only by
people who enjoy read ing sci en tific papers. Edi tors
should have expe ri ence with research papers and ide -
ally (not nec es sar ily) some formal train ing in health
research meth ods or epi de mi ol ogy. Oddly, tech ni cal
edi tors at the BMJ are rather reluc tant to shorten
papers, though I am sure they would do it very well.

What do au thors say?
Gen erally the short ver sions appeared to be well
received by authors. Tim Cole said  he thought the

short ver sion (Cole et al. 2001) was even clearer than
the long ver sion. On receiv ing proofs of the abridged
ver sion  another author (Heller et al. 2001) wrote to us
“The short ver sion is an excel lent ver sion which cap -
tures all the major points.” Occa sionally authors want 
to have a figure or a table put back in the print ver -
sion. I remem ber only two papers where the authors
were ter ri bly unhappy with the short ver sion. In both
cases I obvi ously had not spot ted where the empha sis
of the mes sage was and I had deleted impor tant parts
from the abridged text and left in less impor tant parts. 
In both cases it was no prob lem to sort this out
quickly.

Finally we did a survey of authors and found their
feel ings were mixed. The great major ity said that,
though not per fectly happy, they would still submit
their papers to the BMJ. About a third were unhappy
about par tic u lar changes and had the feel ing that they 
had not had enough influ ence on what was changed
and what was better not changed. As a rule we do not
force authors to accept our changes but prob a bly we
did not com mu ni cate this appro pri ately. We prefer to
see our changes as sug ges tions.

Some fre quently asked ques tions
Finally I would like to address some of the most fre -
quently asked ques tions.

Which is the orig i nal ver sion?
For us and for PubMed the canon i cal ver sion is the
long ver sion. Accord ingly it is this ver sion which is
indexed in Medline and pub lished in full on PubMed
Cen tral.

Will bmj.com be free for ever?
Like every thing else on bmj.com, both ver sions of
each research paper are freely acces si ble to every one.
We hope to keep this ser vice free of charge as long as
we can afford it. If this becomes impos si ble,  read ers
who don’t want to pay will still be able to access the
long ver sion via PubMed Cen tral.

Are archiv ing prob lems to be expected?
Some read ers and authors argued that paper may last
whereas elec tronic records might not. As men tioned
above, the elec tronic ver sion is stored at the BMJ and
at PubMed Cen tral. We believe that this is as safe and
per ma nent as it needs to be.

Which ver sion gen er ates the cita tions?
Even though we encour age read ers to refer to the long 
ver sion, both ver sions cer tainly gen er ate cita tions but
we do not believe this to be a prob lem.

Do other jour nals do it?
As far as I know, Pedi at rics was the first med i cal jour -
nal to use the internet by pub lish ing some arti cles as
abstracts only, with the full ver sions avail able in the
online jour nal. Health Affairs pub lishes short arti cles
in the print ver sion (about 300 to 400 words, which is
more than the abstract of the arti cle, usu ally 100
words) and the full arti cle on the Web. The short
 article is writ ten in-house; it seeks to put the work in
con text and it is optional for authors. The CMAJ pub -
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lishes extra mate rial on its Web site and occa sion ally
the New Eng land Jour nal of Med i cine puts tables with
addi tional data about patients on its Web site. The
idea of having addi tional mate rial on the Web site is
obvi ous and appeal ing. There fore I assume that many 
jour nals use the advan tages of having a Web site in
var i ous ways.

The fu ture
For the time being we at the BMJ have agreed to con -
tinue to print abridged ver sions only. We will even
try to shorten fast-track papers, which have been
excluded from the pro cess for logis ti cal rea sons.
Admit tedly, we don’t know which of the above-men -
tioned for mats is pre ferred by our read ers. A simple
exper i men tal study will answer this ques tion.
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Ap pen dix

In for mal guide lines for ELPS (De cem ber
2002  version)

The aim of the short paper is to be read able, and the
aim of the long paper is to be repro duc ible.

Intro duc tion
It is almost impos si ble to draw up strict guide lines for
short en ing the intro duc tion or the dis cus sion, which
are the parts where most “redun dant” bits can be
found. I try to avoid redun dancy, e.g. the con text
being explained in both the intro duc tion and the dis -
cus sion (a fre quent find ing). I do not touch
intro duc tions or dis cus sions if I find them fas ci nat ing.

Methods
As a clin i cal epi de mi ol o gist I want the meth ods to be
explicit — in the long ver sion. The number of words
which can be lost here is often con sid er able. The prob -
lem is that ambi gu ities may slip in. I usu ally try to
retain some descrip tion of time, place, and person
(pop u la tion).

Most but not all ran dom ized con trolled trials are
now really CONSORT, our gold stan dard for report -
ing ran dom ized con trolled trials (see  www.con sort-
state ment.org [16.12.2002]). So most of the con cepts
essen tial for CONSORT can be omit ted. I try to
include that a trial was ran dom ized (but not how!),
that allo ca tion was con cealed, that out come assess -
ment was blinded, and that the anal y sis was
per formed accord ing to the inten tion-to-treat prin ci -
ple, if all this was indeed the case. The same goes for
QUOROM, our gold stan dard for report ing meta- 
anal y ses of ran dom ized con trolled trials (same URL
as for CONSORT): in par tic u lar, search terms may go
in the long ver sion only.
Sample size cal cu la tion
If the results are sta tis ti cally sig nif i cant I delete the
part on sample size cal cu la tions. If the results are not
sta tis ti cally sig nif i cant and the con fi dence inter vals
are narrow I also delete this part (unfor tu nately I
cannot define how narrow they must be as this
depends a bit on the fre quency and impor tance of the
dis ease — again very arbi trary and sub jec tive); if the
results are neg a tive and the con fi dence inter vals are
wide I retain the sample size cal cu la tions. They can
often be short ened to what the authors think is a clin i -
cally rel e vant dif fer ence.
Sta tis ti cal meth ods
I usu ally delete phrases such as “results are given as
mean and 95% con fi dence inter vals” if this is also
explicit in the results sec tion (usu ally it is). I delete the
kind of tests used unless the authors used some very
par tic u lar or unusual meth ods, e.g. spe cial multi-
variate models. I delete details of these models and
refer to the long ver sion, as fol lows:

• I de lete things like “we used a t-test” and the like.
The reader re ally must as sume that the BMJ gets
things like this right, at least most of the time.

• I de lete phrases like “data are pre sented as mean
and stan dard de vi a tion (SD)”; this is ob vi ous
from the re sults any way. If not, I make it ob vi ous.

• I de lete “we pres ent re sults as [name of ef fect] and 
its 95% con fi dence in ter val”; again, this is usu ally
ob vi ous in the re sults sec tion.

•When the au thors use un usual multivariate mod -
els (e.g. gen er al ized lin ear mixed mod els or gen -
er al ized es ti ma tion equa tions) I usu ally re tain one 
or two ex plan a tory sen tences and in sert “see
bmj.com for more de tails”.

•When au thors use a com plex mod el ling strat egy,
such as hi er ar chi cal mod el ling to as sess the im -
pact of po ten tial con found ers, I try to ex plain the
main struc ture in one sen tence and in sert the rec -
om men da tion “(see bmj.com for the de tailed
mod el ling strat egy)”.
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Dis cus sion
Most papers start and end with a sum mary of their
find ings. I retain such sum ma ries at the begin ning
only if the find ings, includ ing inter pre ta tion, are very
com plex. I always (!) retain the authors’ dis cus sion of
the lim i ta tions. Some of the tech ni cal edi tors say this
is unjust as it puts the paper in an unfa vour able light.
I really dis agree, as a good dis cus sion of lim i ta tions is
actu ally a strength of a paper — we would not pub lish 
invalid research anyway, would we? I usu ally don’t
touch dis cus sions if the find ings are at odds with cur -
rent knowl edge and the authors explain why their
find ings are cor rect.

Sys tem atic reviews
Reviews often include many ref er ences. Ideally they
go only (or mainly) in the long ver sion. This is a recent 
deci sion so authors might still find ref er ences in the
exam ples I send them.

If sen si tiv ity and funnel plot anal y ses say that find -
ings are robust and there is no pub li ca tion bias (or
other het er o ge ne ity), I take these parts out and men -
tion that they were per formed and also that
every thing was OK (see bmj.com). I also shorten, or
gen er al ize, detailed search terms while refer ring to
bmj.com

Qual i ta tive papers
The intro duc tion and dis cus sion in this kind of paper
are often very long and ame na ble to heavy short en -
ing. In the meth ods/results sec tion I try to main tain
the appraisability of the set ting and sociocultural con -
text. I try to main tain salient quotes while not
dis tort ing the mean ing (almost impos si ble). I delete
quo ta tion ref er ence num bers as well as the inter -
viewee ref er ence number but not her/his descrip tion
(age, gender and the like).

Eth i cal approval and con sent
Given on the Web only.

Con trib u tors
Web only (“see bmj.com”)

Funding and acknowl edge ments
Kept in both the short and the long ver sions.

Fig ures
Flow charts are mostly for the long ver sion unless
they help to save many words, which is seldom the
case. Unless fig ures other than flow charts are really
dull I try to retain one figure as this looks better in
print (I like sur vival curves and hate most bar plots).

Tables
I also try to retain at least one table as tables are often
more infor ma tive than just text and they break up the
page lay-out. Some times it is dif fi cult to decide which
tables to remove and which to retain. Unduly large
tables usu ally go to the long ver sion only. Some times
I also shorten tables. Usually tables with base line data 
go to the long ver sion only, unless I con sider this
infor mation nec es sary for under stand ing the results
(again very sub jec tive). Often there are mea sures of
effect  in the table and in the text; if the table is
retained for the short ver sion I delete these mea sures
from the text.

Most find ings can be reported in 1000 to 1500 words 
(as a long ver sion is easily avail able). For the tech ni cal 
edi tors I include a word count and the number of
tables, fig ures, and boxes for both ver sions. I pro vide
these details for psychohygienic rea sons (a kind of
reward): it is good to know if you were at least partly
suc cess ful.

Cor re spon dence

Call for pa pers: Acta Pharmacologica Sinica

As a member of EASE, I am making a call for papers
from read ers of Euro pean Sci ence Editing.

Acta Pharmacologica Sinica (APS) is an inter na tional
monthly jour nal pub lish ing orig i nal research in all
life sci ences. Reviews based pri mar ily on the authors’
own researches of inter na tional impor tance are also
wel come.

Manu scripts should be pre pared accord ing to the
“Infor mation for authors” in APS 2002;23(1) (Jan),
which may also be found on our Web site
(www.ChinaPhar.com).

Key words (3–10) should be selected from the latest
Med i cal Sub ject Head ings list of Index Medicus when
pos si ble. A struc tured Abstract (no more than 250
words) should con tain four parts: Aim, Methods,
Results, and Con clu sion. Mean values (x) should be

accom pa nied by s (SD, not SEM). Système Inter na -
tional d’Unités (SI units) should be used. Sta tis ti cal
sig nif i cance should be indi cated by aP>0.05, bP<0.05,
cP<0.01.

Since 1985 APS has been the only jour nal from
China among the core jour nals (phar ma col ogy and
phar macy) listed in the Sci ence Cita tion Index. APS is
also one of the two jour nals from China listed in Cur -
rent Con tents/Life Sci ences. Reprints of arti cles in APS
can be obtained from the Insti tute for Sci en tific Infor -
mation, 3501 Market Street, Phil a del phia PA 19104,
USA (tel. +1 215-386 0100, fax +1 215-386 6362).

I look for ward to seeing your manu scripts.
DING Guang-Sheng
Acta Pharmacologica Sinica
aps@mail.shcnc.ac.cn
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Re ports of meet ings

What is the ed i tor’s role?*

Annual con fer ence of the Edi tors’ Asso ci a tion of Can ada/Asso ci a tion canadienne des réviseurs
24–26 May 2002; Mon treal, Que bec, Can ada

“To make God [the author] more like Him self, while elim i nat ing the flaws, errors and mis takes — for the pub lisher will
accept just about any thing, know ing that his val iant one [the edi tor] will fix all the faults.”

The above excerpt from Suzanne Rob ert’s “Les taupes 
de l’édition” (Libertés, 1985, 7) was cited by René
Bonenfant (Presses de l’Université de Montréal)
during his intro duc tion to the round table at this con -
fer ence.

The 2002 con fer ence was cer tainly a won der ful
occa sion to spend time in the com pany of great
people, but as the mer ri ment and shar ing faded, a
sense of pride came over me that has remained
strong. I am proud to belong to an asso ci a tion that is
capable of plan ning and putt ing on a superb event of
such high qual ity.

This remark able con fer ence showed me that I
belong to a com mu nity that’s com mit ted to find ing
the most appro pri ate answers to diverse com mu ni ca -
tion needs. First among those who pro vide work for
edi tors are writ ers — authors who, like Roch Car rier,
may change how they per ceive our pro fes sion over
time. Under lying his very funny key note address was 
an elo quent account of Mr Car rier’s evo lu tion in his
rela tion ship to the edit ing pro cess. It was the growth
of an author, an abso lute master of words, who first
saw him self as God — or as Balzac — and who now
engages in an enrich ing, col lab o ra tive revi sion pro -
cess, in which finally the editor, too, has an intrin sic
role. Do all authors show the same open-mind ed ness?

After lis ten ing to the many enlight en ing posi tions
voiced during the round table on the art of edit ing in
Eng lish and French, a sim i lar ques tion was unavoid -
able in com par ing prac tices in the two cul tures. Do all
pub lish ers show the same open-mind ed ness?

Aside from issues of the pub lisher’s sub jec tiv ity
and cre ative licence in exer cis ing his pre rog a tives, we

learned that pub lish ing prac tices in the Eng -
lish-speak ing world ben e fit from accord ing more
respon si bil ity to the editor. The best illus tra tion I can
give in these few lines, with out sum ma riz ing the very
stim u lat ing ideas put for ward by Robert Lecker
(ECW Press), would be none other than the recip i ent
of the Tom Fairley Award for 2002, Camilla Jenkins.
During her brief but bril liant thank-you address, Ms.
Jenkins enu mer ated the set of tasks that the pub lisher
gave her. These tasks go well beyond those attrib uted
to the réviseur and would, in the French-speak ing
world, be more prop erly called “pro ject man age -
ment”. Although they defend them selves well, the
French pub lish ers seem seman ti cally inclined to
reduce the work of the editor to that of a “correcteur”.
This was the term used spon ta ne ously by Antoine del
Busso (Fides) and Jean Bernier (Éditions Boréal)
during the debate. You no doubt will agree with me
when I affirm that cor rect ing is but one of the many
dimen sions of our pro fes sion. As we head towards
cer tif i ca tion, the prod uct of the work by EAC/ACR’s
francophone com mit tee on the French ver sion of the
edi to rial stan dards, Normes de qualité en révision
professionnelle, will soon attest to the vast ness of the
edi tor’s field of action.

If pub lish ers are to ben e fit from giving edi tors more 
respon si bil ity, then we must let them know not only
indi vid u ally but also col lec tively that we are ready to
assume that respon si bil ity with pro fes sion al ism. Voilà 
— another fine battlehorse for future action in our
asso ci a tion!

Gilles Vilasco

The Cotswold Wayz goose
Soci ety of Indexers annual con fer ence
16–17 July 2002; Cheltenham, UK

A wayz goose is the tra di tional name for a print ers’
annual dinner or picnic, so was an appro pri ate name
for the annual con fer ence of the Soci ety of Indexers,
which was attended by almost 100 mem bers. 

After a wel come by the Soci ety of Indexers
 President, Doreen Blake, Andrea Powell (CABI Pub -
lishing) con sid ered the future of the pub lish ing
indus try. She focused on three key themes: tech nol -
ogy, eco nom ics and ethics. Most pub lish ers are now
real is tic about invest ing in tech nol ogy to improve
their busi ness, but costs have risen; even large pub -
lish ers are strug gling to main tain profit mar gins.
Eth i cal con sid er ations are coming to the fore, and the

WHO HINARI pro ject aims to give devel op ing coun -
tries access to jour nals online — but the tech nol ogy is
still needed to bring ade quate internet access to such
coun tries.

Lori Lathrop (Amer i can Soci ety of Indexers) gave
the key note lec ture on “The impact of tech nol ogy on
index ing — chal lenges, choices and pos si bil i ties”.
Elec tronic pub li ca tions will not replace printed ones,
but they can (and should) sup ple ment them. Recent
trends include PDF files, inte grated index ing, and
retro-index ing (the cre ation of online indexes for con -
ven tional printed pub li ca tions that will be con verted
to online pub li ca tions). Lori con sid ered index ing

* Reprinted with permission from active voice/la voix active, the national newsletter of the Editors’ Association of
Canada/Association canadienne des réviseurs.
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online doc u ments to be more impor tant than index -
ing books, and indexes to be more valu able than
search engines.

The next day of the con fer ence began with a choice
of work shops on stress man age ment (led by Jan
Ross), busi ness tips (Derek Copson), updat ing
indexes (Moira Greenhalgh) and a train ees” ses sion
(Ann Hudson).

Isabel Syed (Zurich Finan cial Ser vices, for merly
Eagle Star) spoke about “The com pany archi vist,
pres ent and future”, and the topic of stress man age -
ment was revis ited by Nicola Ellis, a char tered
phys io ther a pist, who spoke on “Good work ing prac -
tices, work place ergo nom ics and work-related
health”, with a prac ti cal dem on stra tion of an “office
work out”.

Jan Ross gave a talk on the Soci ety’s train ing course, 
which had recently been issued on CD-ROM, and
Janet Shuter reported on the activ i ties of the SI Future
Group, set up in 2002, which is cur rently look ing into
var i ous issues includ ing embed ded index ing and
XML (exten si ble mark-up lan guage).

Fur ther work shops were then held for index ers spe -
cial iz ing in archae ol ogy, earth sci ences, law, med i cine 
and biol ogy, and names. These were fol lowed by a
pre sen ta tion on XML by Karl Howe (Cam bridge Uni -
ver sity Press) and Maureen MacGlashan (SI). After
dinner, James Turtle (Gloucestershire County
Archives) gave an enter tain ing talk on his work.

The final day of the con fer ence began with a panel
dis cus sion on “The future of pub lish ing”, with Rich -
ard Duguid (Pen guin Books), Eliz a beth Tribe
(Hodder and Stoughton Edu ca tional), John Button
(Bookcraft Ltd) and Ruth Willats (free lance pro ject
man ager). Not all the panel mem bers were san guine,
with ref er ences to pres sures on edi tors from reduced
time sched ules and cost-cut ting, alarm ing trends
towards zero edit ing and proof read ing in some pub -
lish ing houses, and the adverse effects of gov ern ment
tar gets, but the views were also expressed that there
was still a place for niche pub lish ers and that people
were pre pared to pay for qual ity.

Jill Halliday intro duced a ses sion of reports from
rep re sen ta tives of the asso ci ated over seas index ing
soci et ies: Diana Witt (Amer i can Soci ety of Indexers),
Noeline Bridge (Indexing and Abstracting Soci ety of
Canada), Chris tie Theron (Asso ci a tion of South ern
Afri can Indexers and Bib li og ra phers), and Glenda
Browne (Aus tra lian Soci ety of Indexers). Unfor tu -
nately, a del e ga tion from the China Soci ety of
Indexers had to cancel plans to attend at short notice,
through no fault of their own.

The Soci ety’s Annual Gen eral Meet ing brought the
con fer ence to a close with the elec tion of a new
 Council, Michèle Clarke being elected SI Chair man in
place of Connie Tyler and Maureen MacGlashan
replac ing Doreen Blake as Pres i dent. Pre sen ta tions
were made to the retir ing offi cers and to the con fer -
ence orga niz ers.

Other events in the course of the con fer ence were
the pre sen ta tions of the Soci ety’s Ber nard Levin
Award (for ser vices to the Soci ety) to Drusilla Calvert, 
and the Carey Award (for ser vices to index ing) to Pat
Booth. There was also a cer e mony in com mem o ra tion
of the late Betty Moys, whose MBE medal (for ser vices 
to clas si fi ca tion and index ing) was pre sented to the
Brit ish and Irish Asso ci a tion of Law Librar ians, while
her Wheatley Medal (awarded in 1991 for her index to 
the Brit ish Tax Ency clo pe dia) was pre sented to the Soci -
ety of Indexers. These pre sen ta tions were made by Sir 
Leslie Sharp, Betty’s cousin.

This report is based on the con fer ence report in the
Soci ety of Indexers’ news let ter Side lights (no 3,
Autumn 2002), com piled by Janet McKerron from
con tri bu tions by Eliz a beth Ball, Caro line Barlow,
Michèle Clarke, Madaleine Combie, Anne Doggett,
Eliz a beth Fowler, Ann Griffiths, Oula Jones, Zeb
Korycinska, Janet Shuter, Alan Thatcher and Phyl lis
Van Reenen.

Chris tine Shuttleworth
Soci ety of Indexers
cshuttle@dircon.co.uk

Recorded in nature — revealed in words
Joint meet ing of AESE and EASE
14–18 Sep tem ber 2002; Hal i fax, Nova Sco tia, Can ada

This meet ing was attended by 65 people of whom —
sadly — only 10 were EASE mem bers. The orga niz ers
had put together an inter est ing programme, in which
the EASE mem bers took an active part. The
programme con tained ses sions such as “Ethics in
 scientific pub lish ing”, “Ref ereeing in the new mil len -
nium”, “Dig i tal dilem mas, copy right issues, and
archiv ing head aches in the dig i tal world”, “Com mu -
ni cating via Web pages”, “Inter ac tive out reach
pro jects”, and “Sci ence for non-sci en tists”. 

In addi tion the orga niz ers had chosen to include a
work shop (mainly for PhD stu dents) called “Nobody
told me there would be rules for writ ing”, describ ing
cen tral “rules” and giving advice for good
PowerPoint and poster pre sen ta tions, and dis cuss ing
ref er ence lists and the dif fer ence between PhD theses

and jour nal papers. The work shop lead ers were
Evelyn Inglis, Nat u ral Resources Canada and
Mary-Mar ga ret Coates, TechEdit, USA.

Jenny Gretton, known to us all, opened the first ses -
sion with a talk enti tled “Fraud — grasp ing the
nettle”. After giving some exam ples, includ ing a true
horror story from the bio med i cal jour nal where she
pre vi ously worked, her main point was that suc cess
of the author at any price is the main reason behind
the var i ous forms of fraud that jour nals and jour nal
edi tors expe ri ence. Her advice to edi tors is to include
in their guide to authors a state ment that the editor
has the right to call on an audi tor (to check orig i nal
data, for exam ple). This is a prac tice that is already
used in the bio med i cal sci ences, espe cially in the
USA.
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This talk was fol lowed by Tom van Loon with “The
ethics of dupli cate pub li ca tion”. As usual, Tom put
for ward some con tro ver sial ideas, includ ing the sug -
ges tion that mate rial pub lished in, for exam ple,
East ern Euro pean lan guages should be given space in 
trans lated form in spe cial sec tions of inter na tional
jour nals. This would have a two fold advan tage — it
would give the authors inter na tional rec og ni tion,
while on the other hand the inter na tional sci en tific
com mu nity would get access to pre vi ously unknown
infor mation and data.

Elis a beth Kessler dis cussed the var i ous con flicts of
inter est that ref er ees might encoun ter. Are ref er ees
appro pri ately chosen? Can there be hidden bias on
the part of the ref er ees? Might there be some rivalry
between the ref eree and the author (or the respec tive
research groups or depart ments) caus ing the ref eree
to down grade the “oppo si tion”? How can such sit u a -
tions be avoided (or fore seen)? These are dif fi cult
prob lems and edi tors some times sus pect that such sit -
u a tions exist, but how to dis cover and coun ter act
them?

In a stim u lat ing talk Tom van Loon dis cussed the
role of ref er ees — sci en tists who put much unpaid
work into scru ti niz ing the work of others (the more
work, the higher the risk that the work would not be
pub lished!), but seldom get any credit for this. How
can a sit u a tion be reached where uni ver si ties
acknowl edge this work, and how can it be ranked and 
cred ited com pared to other sci en tific achieve ments?
Tom also argued for closer con tact between author
and ref eree — a kind of exter nal super vi sion, if you
will, espe cially with youn ger authors.

Aldyth Holmes (NRC Research Press) pre sented a
long list of authors’ rights vs. authors’ wants. The
wants include the com monly known — to reach the
target audi ence, rapid pub li ca tion, favour able peer
reviews, and pres tige — and the right to include, for
exam ple, the impor tance of shar ing new research
results with the sci en tific com mu nity, the right to put
the mate rial on the author’s own home page after a
period of time, the right to dis trib ute copies for edu ca -
tional pur poses or to re-use for other pur poses (e.g.,
trans la tion). But she also dis cussed a number of
misperceptions con cern ing elec tronic pub li ca tion —
“It is free if it is on the internet”, “Elec tronic pub lish -
ing is cheap”, “It is my work, so I can do what I want
with it” (copy right prob lems!), and “Com mer cial
pub lish ers are bad and Soci ety pub lish ers are good”.

Other speak ers cen tred on the com par i son between
a printed jour nal and its Web site — with partly dif -
fer ent mate rial — and the advan tages for the printed
jour nal of main tain ing such a site (Kristina Bart lett,
Geotimes); and the prob lems of access to dig i tal data
(Marie-France Dufour, Illi nois State Geo log i cal
Survey; Merrianne Hackathorn, Ohio Geo log i cal
Survey; Carol Ruth ven, Ken tucky Geo log i cal Survey;

Sue Kropschot, US Geo log i cal Survey). One aim is to
give the public free access to var i ous kinds of data
(water avail abil ity, wells, oil and gas pro duc tion, etc.)
but the prob lem remains of what data should not be
released, because of the risk of improper or ter ror ist
use. In the USA there are fed eral rec om men da tions
con cern ing these prob lems, but the laws of indi vid ual 
states over ride those rec om men da tions. More over,
when there are var i ous state agen cies whose man -
dates and respon si bil i ties some what over lap, data
sets can be dupli cated and issues can arise over dis tri -
bu tion, because of the agen cies’ dif fer ing pol i cies. 

Other talks dealt with the gen eral theme “Making
geol ogy real”, describ ing efforts to engage and inter -
est the public in geo log i cal his tory and fea tures, by
excur sions (Liz Brosius, Kansas Geo log i cal Survey),
inter pre tive walks in parks (Parks are for People pro -
gram, Howard Donohoe, Nova Scotia Department of
Nat u ral Resources), and making muse ums more
active and attrac tive for the public (Ste phen
Archibald, Nova Scotia Museum of Nat u ral His tory).
This topic was fol lowed up by Brian Hoyle (Square
Rain bow Ltd) and Tom van Loon, who dis cussed
ways and means of com mu ni cat ing sci en tific results
to the public (Tom: “Write two abstracts of every sci -
en tific paper; one for the sci en tists and another for the
public, describ ing the work in every day lan guage!”).

This very stim u lat ing and well orga nized sym po -
sium (respon si ble for the arrange ments was Doug
Mac Don ald who cer tainly had put much work into
the plan ning and exe cu tion and to whom we are all
grate ful) began with a very nice “Ice breaker” — a
get-together — at the Nova Scotia Museum of Nat u ral 
His tory. 

The programme also included a fas ci nat ing excur -
sion to two of the world-famous geo log i cal sites in
Nova Scotia — Joggins and Parrsboro — led by John
Calder and Howard Donohue. The fossil cliffs at
Joggins were inves ti gated by Sir Wil liam Dawson and 
Sir Charles Lyell (“The Father of Geol ogy”) in the 19th 
cen tury. The fame of Joggins arises as much from the
his tory of sci en tific theory as from its place as a last ing 
repos i tory of the fossil record. Charles Darwin in his
Origin of spe cies by means of nat u ral selec tion cited this
place a number of times. As a curi os ity it might be
men tioned that in the same year that Lyell first vis ited 
Joggins (1842), Rich ard Owen coined the name
“dinosaur”. And dino saur remains have been found
at Parrsboro. 

The fact that the rain poured down during the
whole excur sion could not drown the enthu si asm of
the par tic i pants when exam in ing the site and its fossil
remains. What could be more proper than a Flood
when view ing the remains of a world long gone?

Pehr H. Enckell
oikos@ekol.lu.se
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EASE-Fo rum di gest: Sep tem ber to De cem ber 2002
Joining the fo rum (new in struc tions)
You can join the forum by send ing the one-line mes -
sage “sub scribe ease-forum” (with out the quo ta tion
marks) to maj or domo@hel sinki.fi. Do not include a
sub ject line or a sig na ture or any other text. To stop
receiv ing mes sages from the forum, send a sim i lar
mes sage, “unsubscribe ease-forum”, also to maj or -
domo@hel sinki.fi (see the third para graph on this
page about the move to another host).

Once you have joined, you should send mes sages
for the forum to ease-forum@hel sinki.fi. Please keep
mes sages short; if you reply to some one else’s mes -
sage, delete any of the orig i nal mes sage that is not
essen tial for under stand ing your response. To keep
other forum par tic i pants informed, check that your
reply (or a copy of it) is sent to ease-forum@hel sinki.fi. 
If your e-mail soft ware has a “reply to all” pos si bil ity,
this will prob a bly do the job. Do not use the “reply to” 
or “reply to sender” facil ity or your mes sage will go to 
the orig i nal mes sage sender only.

The EASE-Forum is now moving to another host at
the address given above. Sub scribers to the Turku
host need to rejoin before 1 March 2003. Anyone who
loses con tact with the forum, or is unable to estab lish
a new sub scrip tion, will be able to find infor mation on 
the EASE Web site (www.ease.org.uk).

Seeking help and infor mation
Harvey H. Shenker was not sure whether he was enti -
tled to submit a mes sage on a dis pute he had on
pay ment for proof read ing ser vices. The dis pute may
orig i nate from the def i ni tion of proof read ing.
Although anyone may submit mes sages related to
edit ing and pub lish ing, this mes sage had no
follow-up in the Forum.

Hervé Maisonneuve announced that the EASE Web 
site (www.ease.org.uk) car ries the con tents list of the
forth com ing revised and enlarged Sci ence Editor´s
Hand book. Some chap ters still lack authors, and the
Hand book edi tors are look ing for vol un teers. Sug ges -
tions for new chap ters and poten tial authors were
wel come.

On behalf of an Amer i can col league, Angela Turner
asked for infor mation about authors’ edi tors for a
sem i nar course on writ ing papers.

Mar ga ret Cooter wanted to know if there was a
Web site that sum ma rizes require ments for higher
degrees in var i ous coun tries.

Rhana Pike was look ing for a study that found that
women are less likely than men to resub mit a paper
after it has been returned for revi sion.

Guide lines
Elise Langdon-Neuner men tioned an arti cle “Spon -
sor ship, author ship, and account abil ity”, signed by
12 edi tors and pub lished in sev eral bio med i cal jour -
nals in Sep tem ber 2001. The arti cle announced an
amend ment to the Uni form Require ments for Manu -
script Sub mitted to Bio med i cal Jour nals, but the Web
site for the Require ments (www.icmje.org), although
updated in Octo ber 2001, does not cor re spond with
the amend ment as pub lished. Does anyone have
more infor mation? Rhana Pike answered that a revi -
sion of the Require ments is on the way and that the
amend ment is still cur rent.

Mar ga ret Cooter won dered how to ref er ence a
Dutch uni ver sity thesis that also has a pub lisher.
Tricia Reichert referred to the Van cou ver style for
thesis ref er ences (New Eng land Jour nal of Med i cine
1997;336(4):309, also at www.icmje.org). Moira
Vekony sup posed that, if the book is really avail able
for pur chase, the ref er ence should take the form of a
book ref er ence. Will Hughes endorsed this view. His
impres sion that Dutch theses are indeed com mer -
cially pub lished was con firmed by Joy Burrough: the
Dutch DO pub lish theses; see ESE 2002;28(1):7–9.

Arjan Polderman (com piler)
a.k.s.polderman@pw.nl

Dis cus sion ini ti a tors
Mar ga ret Cooter: mcooter@bmj.com
Elise Langdon-Neuner:
elise_langdon_neuner@baxter.com
Hervé Maisonneuve:
herve.maisonneuve@ircad.u-strasbg.fr
Rhana Pike: rhana@ctc.usyd.edu.au
Harvey Shenker: harveyshenker@mail.datanet.hu
Angela Turner: angela.turner@nottingham.ac.uk

Book Reviews
C.C. Hyde, E. Seneta (eds). 2001. Stat is ti cians of the cen tu ries. New York: Springer-Verlag. xii + 500
pages. Softback, $44.95. ISBN 0-387-95283-7.
H.A. David, A.W.F. Edwards. 2001. Anno tated read ings in the his tory of sta tis tics. New York, New
York: Springer-Verlag. xv + 252 pages. Hard back, $74.95. ISBN 0-387-98844-0.
Sta tis ti cal meth ods are used in every field of sci ence,
be it basic or applied. EASE mem bers prob a bly know
this. But how many of us know who was respon si ble
for these meth ods? Yes, some of these carry eponymic 
tags: Bayes’ the o rem, Boolean alge bra, the Bonferroni
cor rec tion, the Pois son dis tri bu tion, Venn dia grams.
But who were Bayes, Boole, Bonferroni, Pois son,

Venn? Who was the “Stu dent” of the fre quently used
Stu dent’s t-test?

The Inter na tional Sta tis ti cal Insti tute decided in the
mid-1990s that it should pub lish a col lec tion of biog -
ra phies illu mi nat ing the con tri bu tion of sta tis tics in
human affairs. Stat is ti cians of the cen tu ries, the result,
offers biog ra phies of 103 men and women writ ten by
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75 authors from around the world. They are not
exhaus tive biog ra phies but con cise sketches, aver ag -
ing 4.6 pages each. Beyond giving the salient facts of
each life, they sketch the rela tion of the sub ject’s work
to that of pre de ces sors and suc ces sors, the impor -
tance of his or her work to sci ence, and even, in some,
to wider effects in the rest of soci ety. The span of years  
runs — despite the “cen tu ries” in the title — only
from the 17th cen tury to the 20th and for the 20th only
per sons born before 1901. “Stat is ti cian” is inter preted
broadly so the col lec tion includes, for exam ple, biog -
ra phies of Flor ence Night in gale (nurs ing and hos pi tal 
reformer), John Maynard Keynes (econ o mist), Simon
New comb (astron o mer). Each biog ra phy includes a
short bib li og ra phy of care fully selected works rep re -
sent ing the biographee’s work and fur ther
bio graph i cal sources.

Clearly this is not a text that edi tors can put to use in 
their daily work. But I rec om mend it for the atten tion
of any who have even a shred of inter est in the his tory
of the sci ence in which they work. Who was the father
of pie charts, bar graphs, and trend lines? See pages
105–110: Wil liam Playfair (1759–1823), whose graph
types still inhabit our jour nals two cen tu ries later.

I must point out, how ever, that the brev ity of the
biog ra phies pre cluded the biog ra phers’ point ing to
insights of some of their sub jects that proved to be
valu able only many years later. The best exam ple for
me is Laplace’s 1820 opin ion that prob a bil ity anal y sis
could be valu able in judge ments on med i cal treat -
ments:

“By means of the cal cu lus of prob a bil i ties one
can appre ci ate the advan tages and dis ad van -
tages of the meth ods employed in the
spec u la tive sci ences. Thus, to rec og nize the
best of the treat ments in use for curing a dis -
ease, it is suf fi cient to test each of them on the
same number of patients, making all the cir -
cum stances com pletely sim i lar. The
superiority of the most advan ta geous treat -
ment will man i fest itself more and more as

this number is increased, and a cal cu la tion
will lead to the prob a bil ity cor re spond ing to
its advan tage, and to the ratio accord ing to
which it is supe rior to the others.”

The biog ra phy of Laplace does not reflect this view,
prob a bly because Laplace’s judge ment had no effect
in 19th cen tury French med i cine.

Most of the biog ra phies are engag ing but read ers
with no back ground in sta tis ti cal meth ods may find
the math e mat i cal terms nec es sar ily used an obsta cle
to ready read ing.

Anno tated read ings . . . is a col lec tion of 17 excerpts of
doc u ments (let ters, formal papers) impor tant in the
his tory of sta tis tics. Each is accom pa nied by com ment 
that places it in sta tis tics’ devel op ment. Under stand -
ing these excerpts calls for a sub stan tial knowl edge of
math e mat i cal sta tis tics, save for one or two such as
Pascal’s 1654 letter to Fermat on bet ting dice throws
and Arbuthnot’s 1710 paper on dice throws and
impli ca tions from his anal y sis for ratios of
male–female births. Arbuthnot’s paper ends with the
one — prob a bly unin ten tion ally — humor ous note in
the col lec tion:

“Polyg amy is con trary to the Law of Nature
and Jus tice, and to the Prop a ga tion of Human
Race; for where Males and Females are in
equal number, if one Man takes Twenty
Wives, Nine teen Men must live in Cel i bacy,
which is repug nant to the Design of Nature;
nor is it prob a ble that Twenty Women will be
so well impreg nated by one Man as by
Twenty.”

I am sure all mem bers of EASE can under stand this
pas sage but it may be the only under stand able one in
this col lec tion!

Edward J Huth
Edi tor Emer i tus, Annals of Inter nal Med i cine
ejhuth@aol.com

Jennifer Peat, Eliz a beth Elliott, Lou ise Baur, and Vic to ria Keena. 2002. Sci en tific writ ing: easy when
you know how. Lon don: BMJ Books. 292p. Paper back, GBP22.50. ISBN 0-7279 1625-4.

My first reac tion to Sci en tific Writ ing: easy when you
know how was favour able. The book is a small paper -
back, with an attrac tive cover. How ever, I was uneasy 
about the title. Could this book really con vince me
that sci en tific writ ing would be easy when I knew
how? That view is con tra dicted by Rich ard Smith in
his Fore word (“As you wres tle with the words . . . ”).
It is con tra dicted by quo ta tions at the begin nings of
chap ters and sec tions — for exam ple, Wil liam
Styron’s forth right “Let’s face it. Writ ing is hell”.

For mat
The nar ra tive text is inter spersed with boxes that con -
tain state ments of the objec tives of chap ters, exam ples 
that illus trate advice expounded in the text, and sum -
ma ries of points dis cussed in the text. The boxes have
black type in reduced font on a sea-green back ground
— a wel come attempt to relieve the monot ony of
black-on-white pages, but uncom fort able to read. 

Many boxes con tain exam ples of sen tences and
para graphs stacked together to illus trate a tactic of
arrange ment or a point of style. The authors com ment 
on the tac tics or points in the sur round ing text, refer -
ring to exam ples with expres sions such as “The top
para graph” or “In the fourth exam ple”.  I would have
found it easier to assess the authors’ com ments if they
had pre sented the exam ples one at a time, within their 
dis cus sion.

Au di ence
The authors spec ify “novice writ ers” and “sea soned
sci en tists” as their audi ence. Most of the book is more
suit able for novice writ ers who have never thought
exten sively about plan ning, com pil ing, and writ ing a
paper. Tips for writ ing a post grad u ate thesis are
prob a bly too late for sea soned sci en tists, and sea -
soned sci en tists are prob a bly famil iar with topics
such as Van cou ver format, IMRAD, avoid ing argu -
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ments about credit for authors, choice of sta tis ti cal
meth ods, review pro ce dures, the Sci ence Cita tion
Index, and impact fac tors. 

The authors’ ori en ta tion is to aca demic set tings.
They address mainly research ers pro duc ing jour nal
arti cles. They say little directly to indus try-based sci -
en tists whose main writ ing tasks are the com pil ing
and writ ing of pro to cols and reports des tined ulti -
mately for drug-approval author i ties.

Con tent
Of the 12 chap ters in the book, eight are con cerned
with plan ning and com pil ing a paper and four are
con cerned with han dling lan guage. Nov ices will wel -
come the detailed dis cus sions of plan ning,
con ven tional struc tures, tac tics for pre sent ing and
dis cuss ing find ings, pub lish ers’ require ments and
review pro ce dures, and sources of sup port; but they
are likely to be con fused by the dis cus sions of writ ing
style, gram mar, word choice, and punc tu a tion, which 
con tain much that is eccen tric or incor rect.

The authors offer a “Style table for sci en tific writ -
ing”. Readers are advised to “say what you mean”,
but the authors them selves often write impre cisely.

Exam ples of their fail ure to prac tise what they
preach abound. For instance, they advise us not to use 
the “ter ri ble gram mat i cal style” of fol low ing a sin gu -
lar noun with a plural pro noun, but them selves often
use expres sions such as “no researcher should allow

their names”. Their gen eral han dling of commas and
hyphens often made read ing dif fi cult. They say punc -
tu a tion mat ters, but their sum ming up — “The rules
of punc tu a tion are simple and few and add style to
your writ ing” — is impre cise (the rules don’t add
any thing, the marks do) and gives the impres sion that 
punc tu a tion marks are optional add-ons. 

Their use of the terms sub ject, verb, and object is
uncon ven tional, and they make mis takes in their
iden ti fi ca tion of word-groups as phrases and clauses.
Their dis cus sion of words sug gests that each word
has one use only — as a noun, a verb, or an adjec tive
— which is mis lead ing to learn ers. They exhort us not
to use some nouns as verbs or adjec tives, declar ing
“the word impact is a noun” and con demn ing the use
of asthma as an adjec tive (in the phrase asthma prev a -
lence). How ever, their own text con stantly uses
expres sions such as “you can struc ture your sen -
tences” [my ital ics], and a “gram mar checker” [my
ital ics]. They even include an asthma med i ca tion in an
exam ple of good writ ing. 

 “There is no sub sti tute for care ful proof read ing”,
we are told, but many errors and incon sis ten cies have
slipped through. I would not rec om mend this book to
my stu dents.

John Kirk man
kirk man.ramsbury@btconnect.com

Jacob Goldenberg, David Mazursky. 2002. Cre ativ ity in prod uct inno va tion. Cam bridge Uni ver sity
Press. 224 pages, hard back £71.50/paper back £19.95. ISBN 0-521-80089-7/0-521-00249-4.

The authors study inven tions and the cre ative pro cess 
sys tem at i cally, focus ing on the ways in which new
prod ucts are cre ated for the mar ket place. They work
in the School of Busi ness at the Hebrew Uni ver sity of
Jeru sa lem and have con sid er able expe ri ence in busi -
ness and indus try. The book reflects the con tri bu tion
of hun dreds of stu dents and work shop par tic i pants
who helped to build their Tem plate Theory.

The authors were clearly influ enced by the work of
Genrich Altsculler who pos tu lated that there must be
repeated pat terns under ly ing cre ative ideas and
prod ucts. After exam in ing 200,000 pat ents, he iden ti -
fied 40 pat terns. Goldenberg and Mazursky reduced
this number to just five, which they call Tem plates.
Another influ ence was the use of Oper a tional Def i ni -
tions, sug gested by the phys i cist P. Bridgman to give
mean ing to a sci en tific term in a quan ti ta tive
 discourse in order to be under stood.

Inven tors such as Edison do not advance our under -
stand ing of cre ativ ity by saying that it con sists of 1%
inspi ra tion and 99% per spi ra tion, how ever true it was 
for Edison.

The book is easy to read. It is writ ten clearly and
with many amus ing exam ples to illus trate the use of
tem plates. Most read ers will rec og nize some of their
own cre ative pro cesses in the anal y ses. The authors
claim that about 70% of all suc cess ful new prod ucts
match one of their cre ative tem plates.

The Replace ment Tem plate is used when resources
in the imme di ate envi ron ment are used to replace a
(prod uct) com po nent. Exam ples which come to mind
include using the key board of a por ta ble com puter to
recharge the bat tery; a wire-free device which uses a
car’s radio speak ers to improve the sound qual ity of a
cel lu lar phone; and (from the nat u ral world) the use
of empty shells on the ocean floor by hermit crabs.

The Dis place ment Tem plate states that a com po -
nent of a prod uct (or system) may be removed, along
with its func tions, to create a new prod uct for a new
market. The cake mix is a simple and very suc cess ful
exam ple of this tem plate. The mix only requires the
addi tion of water to bake a great (suc cess ful?) cake.
How ever, when the mix needed the addi tion of eggs
before baking, sales rose mark edly.

The Attrib ute Dependency, Com po nent Control
and Divi sion Tem plates are also described, with suit -
able illus tra tions. There is a good chap ter on the
research into cre ativ ity which only began to be taken
seri ously as a sci en tific inves ti ga tion as recently as the 
1970s.

Over all, the book is a sig nif i cant con tri bu tion to the
study of cre ativ ity and its prac ti cal appli ca tions in
busi ness and indus try.

R.B. Gwilliam
c/o venhorst@compuserve.com
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The Ed i tors’ WebWatch
The Edi tors’ WebWatch is intended to be a mem ber ship-driven resource of Web sites for edi tors and writ ers in the sci ences.

A mis cel lany of book marks
This quar ter sev eral of you sent
 excellent sug ges tions of sites to
include in the WebWatch — thank
you and please keep them coming.

We have here a het er o ge neous
 collection of sites includ ing spe cial ist
infor mation in chem is try and med i -
cine, ethics, elec tronic pub lish ing, the
internet and that part of the book that 
is printed last and almost always
turned to first — the index. So, just to
be con trary, that’s where I’ll begin.

So ci ety of In dexers
www.socind.demon.co.uk/
Most edi tors edit, and most index ers
index. It is not often that one finds a
single indi vid ual equally tal ented in
these two com ple men tary skills.
Every good book deserves a good
index (and some might say that a bad 
book does n’t deserve an index at all ).
The Soci ety of Indexers Web site
includes plenty of items of use to edi -
tors who need to con sider an index,
for what ever reason. Items include
advice for edi tors on com mis sion ing
indexes; advice on the cost of index -
ing; a direc tory of Indexers Avail able, 
which is reg u larly updated and may
be searched online by name, sub ject,
skills or media; and gen eral infor -
mation about the Soci ety, its
pub li ca tions, index ing as a career,
dis tance-learn ing train ing courses,
work shops and con fer ences. Next
time you need to create an index and
you need help in doing so, here’s
where to go.

IUPAC Com pen dium of
Chem i cal Terminology
The IUPAC Com pen dium of Chem i cal
Ter mi nol ogy is pub lished by Blackwell 
for the Inter na tional Union of Pure
and Applied Chem is try. There is now 
an online ver sion, which includes
brows ing and search ing options, at
www.iupac.org/pub li ca tions/
books/author/mcnaught.html. It con -
tains more than 7000 cross-ref er ences. 
Accord ing to IUPAC this is the defin -
i tive guide to chem i cal ter mi nol ogy
and is freely acces si ble, with out the
need to fill in a tire some reg is tra tion
form and remem ber a pass word
(can’t you tell I just hate doing this
for infor mation that is sup posed to be 
freely acces si ble?).

In addi tion to this mine of infor -
mation the IUPAC Nomen cla ture
Books Series at www.iupac.org/
pub li ca tions/books/seriestitles/

nomen cla ture.html is well worth a
visit. Here you will find a whole host
of useful pub li ca tions on ter mi nol ogy 
and chem is try, a couple of which are
avail able, like the Com pen dium of
Chem i cal Ter mi nol ogy, online.
 However, the online link to the
 Compendium of Ana lyt i cal Nomen cla -
ture (The Orange Book — 3rd
Edi tion) is not func tional at the
moment.

NIST Guide to SI units
The National Insti tute of Stan dards
and Tech nol ogy site at http://phys ics.
nist.gov/Pubs/SP811/sec11.html
 contains pretty much every thing you
might ever need to know about the
use of SI units, and a lot more
besides. There are even some links to
expla na tions of how cer tain expres -
sions are derived, and the pre cise
mean ing of some units. There is also
an 18-point check list to help NIST
authors to review the con for mity of
their manu scripts with cor rect SI
usage. This is essen tial read ing for
anyone edit ing tech ni cal mate rial.

Med i cal ab bre vi a tions
There are lots of sites out there
 claiming to be the best for find ing
acro nyms for med i cal terms. I
wonder why this is? Is it because it is
becom ing trend ier to abbre vi ate in
med i cine or is it that the field is
advanc ing at such a fan tas tic rate that 
there really are more abbre vi a tions to 
get a mental hold of?

Anyway, the latest con tender for
“the defin i tive guide to med i cal
abbre vi a tions” to be brought to my
notice is MedlinePro — The  “Ulti -
mate Med i cal Search Engine” — at
www.medlinepro.com. The home
page con tains sev eral search boxes
includ ing Medline, Cochrane Library
(although the link to this is at pres ent
non-func tional) and RxList
DrugDatabase.

The Med i cal Abbre vi a tions option
searches Pharm-Lex i con’s Med i cal
Abbre vi a tion Data base. It returns the
search results rap idly and gives links
to arti cles within PubMed, which in
turn allows access to abstracts. This
can be accessed directly at
www.pharma-lex i con.com/, where it
can also be used to look for arti cles
and drugs. It claims to be a dic tio nary 
of more than 56,000 med i cal, phar ma -
ceu ti cal, bio med i cal and healthcare
acro nyms and abbre vi a tions. The
advan tage with access ing this

directly, rather than through
MedlinePro, is that it also has a small
list of top i cal med i cal arti cles, some
of which are quite infor ma tive.

Back to the MedlinePro page and
scroll ing even fur ther down the list of 
search options brings us to a med i cal
metasearch engine (see WebWatch on 
p. 122 of ESE 2002;28(4) for an intro -
duc tion to metasearch engines). This
one searches up to 15 med i cal search
engines, among them CDC, FDA,
Medline, NIH and NLM (prac ti cally
all of US origin). You can then choose 
how many results to take from each
search engine and even place a limit
on the time spent on the search, The
option of “stop search never” holds
the prom ise of hours of puer ile fun.

Internet De tec tive
www.sosig.ac.uk/desire/
internet-detec tive.html
“As things stand, the Internet has no
system of qual ity con trol — all of
human life is there, the good, the bad
and the ugly: aca demic jour nals sit
next to comics; pres i den tial speeches
next to idle gossip; today’s news next
to yes ter day’s news.” So the Internet
Detec tive intro duces itself, a tuto rial
that has been pro duced by the
DESIRE Pro ject with fund ing from
the Euro pean Union, under the
Telematics for Research, Fourth
Frame work Programme. It claims to
be of par tic u lar rel e vance to those
look ing for aca demic infor mation:
research ers, lec tur ers, stu dents and
librar i ans.

The tuto rial is avail able in three
lan guages (Eng lish, French and
Dutch) and is free to use but you
need to reg is ter your own per sonal
ID so that the system can remem ber
your quiz scores and your place in
the tuto rial when you go back (the
site sug gests that the tuto rial takes
around two hours to com plete but
because of the user ID you don’t have 
to do it all at one sit ting; it took me
only one hour, but I could have spent
a couple more hours look ing at the
appen di ces and sup ple men tary infor -
mation). Worth doing, even if you
know a bit about the Web already.

Internet Lan guage Dic tio nary
www.netlingo.com/inframes.cfm
Offered by NetLingo.com, this site is
an online dic tio nary con tain ing
 thousands of pop u lar internet words
or “Net Jargon” and def i ni tions that
describe the tech nol ogy and
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com mu nity of the World Wide Web.
Many of the entries are stan dard
tech ni cal terms and are in common
use in the real world as well as
online, others are taken from author i -
ta tive sources on a par tic u lar sub ject,
and still others have been sub mit ted
to the dic tio nary by users. Because of
this mix, many of the terms are seri -
ous, others are funny and some are
down right offen sive.

NetLingo is also avail able as a
book, and it would seem that
although the online ver sion is free,
the money is being made by sales of
the printed ver sion. “While it’s easy
and free to get this info on
NetLingo.com, it’s even easier and
more enjoy able to have a copy of the
book ‘NetLingo The Internet Dic tio -
nary’ near your com puter (it makes a
great gift for men)!” Uh oh! and I was
about to run out and buy a copy.
(This site def i nitely cannot claim to be 
polit i cally cor rect: you have been
warned.)

That aside, here are a few of the
(polit i cally cor rect and inof fen sive)
more amus ing terms: “bit bucket —
the fic ti tious place in cyberspace
where miss ing doc u ments or files are
said to end up” [now there’s an
excuse for me to use for all those
unan swered e-mails — “it must be in
the bit bucket”]; “banner blind ness — 
the ten dency of online users to ignore 
ad ban ners, even when they may con -
tain infor mation the users are actively 
look ing for” [hey, what’s wrong with
this, some of us have been per fect ing
this art for years!]; and finally
“word-of-mouse — gossip or infor -
mation spread via e-mail”.

Schol arly Elec tronic Pub lishing 
Weblog
http://info.lib.uh.edu/sepb/sepw.htm
The Schol arly Elec tronic Pub lishing
Weblog is one part of the Schol arly
Elec tronic Pub lishing Bib li og ra phy at
http://info.lib.uh.edu/sepb/sepb.html
and is a daily list ing of selected Eng -
lish-lan guage arti cles, books, and
other printed and elec tronic sources
that are useful in under stand ing
schol arly elec tronic pub lish ing efforts 
on the internet (it is an equiv a lent of
our own Edi tor’s Book shelf). It is
com piled by Charles W. Bailey Jr,
Assis tant Dean for Sys tems, Uni ver -
sity of Hous ton Libraries. Links are
cur rent only, how ever, so if you see
some thing you like either save it to
your com puter or print it, as next
time you visit the site the link may
not be work ing. On Decem ber 13
there was a link to ePrints-UK
(www.rdn. ac.uk/pro jects/
eprints-uk/), a pro ject to pro vide

access to UK Open Archive
repos i to ries.

Other items in the Schol arly Elec -
tronic Pub lishing Bib li og ra phy
include Elec tronic Books and Texts,
which con tains a sec tion on e-jour nals 
that lists all the jour nals avail able
online — their URLs, whether full
text, sub scrip tion infor mation and the 
name of the pub lisher. Another sec -
tion gives a list of free e-jour nals, and
states the degree of “free ness”
(whether selected issues, free trial
period only, etc.). There is also a
 section enti tled “Pub lishers” which
con tains a link to the Schol arly Soci -
eties Pro ject (Uni ver sity of Waterloo
Library), which in turn con tains links
to sev eral dozen schol arly soci et ies,
includ ing our very own EASE and
related edi to rial and pub lish ing
 organizations.

Of itself the Schol arly Elec tronic
Pub lishing Bib li og ra phy (ver sion 6)
says this: “This new SEPB ver sion
includes over 1,750 arti cles, books,
and other printed and elec tronic
sources that are useful in under stand -
ing schol arly elec tronic pub lish ing
efforts on the Internet. The ‘Schol arly
Elec tronic Pub lishing Resources’
direc tory includes more than 230
related Web sites.” There you have it
— a mas sive portal to many of the
resources you are likely to need.

Brit ish Com puter Society’s
EPSG
www.epsg.org.uk/
The Elec tronic Pub lishing Spe cial ist
Group is a spe cial ist group within the 
Brit ish Com puter Soci ety
(www.bcs.org.uk). “We know that
pro fes sion als in pub lish ing need to
under stand a vast range of prod ucts,
sys tems and file for mats; and that
much of the real strug gle is to get all
the ele ments to work together. Our
posi tion within BCS means we are
not attached to any com mer cial
organi sa tion, and can there fore take a 
wide and inde pend ent view when we 
organ ise our events.” The events
referred to are four one-day meet ings 
each year on sub jects of inter est
within elec tronic pub lish ing (includ -
ing desk top pub lish ing, dig i tal
imag ing, mul ti me dia and the Web).

“Pub lishing brings together people
from very dif fer ent back grounds, and 
to be suc cess ful these people must
learn to appre ci ate and under stand
each other’s exper tise. EPSG pro vides 
an excel lent ‘space’ in which to
 network!”

SGML/XML Users’ Group
www.isgmlug.org/
If you  use  mark-up tech nol ogy (and
it would seem that as more jour nals
put their con tent on the Web more
and more arti cles are being coded in
this way) you may be inter ested in
ISUG, a fed er a tion of user groups and 
indi vid u als who sup port each other
through shar ing knowl edge of
mark-up tech nol o gies and influ enc -
ing the devel op ment of related
 standards.

ISUG has offi cial liai son status with 
ISO through SC34, the group that
main tains the SGML family of stan -
dards, and also has liai son status
with OASIS, the Orga ni za tion for the
Advance ment of Struc tured Infor -
mation Stan dards.

Of fice of Re search In teg rity
(ORI)
http://ori.dhhs.gov/html 
ORI (USA), located within the Office
of Public Health and Sci ence
(www.hhs.gov/agen cies/ophs.html),
pro motes integ rity in bio med i cal and
behav ioural research sup ported by
the Public Health Ser vice (PHS) at
about 4000 insti tu tions world wide.
ORI mon i tors insti tu tional inves ti ga -
tions of research mis con duct and
facil i tates the respon si ble con duct of
research through edu ca tional,
 preventive, and reg u la tory activ i ties.
The home page has a list of quick
links to a large number of items
includ ing the very useful doc u ment
“Man aging alle ga tions of sci en tific
mis con duct: a guid ance doc u ment for 
edi tors”. This 18-page doc u ment
 contains advice on the role of edi tors
in the response to sci en tific mis con -
duct, and a set of guide lines
con cern ing how to handle a sus pect
manu script. The doc u ment is freely
avail able at http://ori.dhhs.
gov/html/pub li ca tions/guide lines/
asp.

More on eth ics from WAME
www.wame.com/
The World Asso ci a tion of Med i cal
Edi tors has a Web site full of useful
resources. The latest addi tion to the
site is a list of Web sites that con tain
useful infor mation on eth i cal issues,
com piled by the WAME Ethics
 Committee (www.wame.com/
ethicsrsource.htm). The list is divided 
gen er ally into Research Ethics and
Pub li ca tion Ethics, although the two
topics are closely related. These sites
have been reviewed and very briefly
sum ma rized by WAME Ethics
 Committee mem bers; pref er ence has
been given to sites that are reg u larly
updated.
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Fac ulty of 1000
www.facultyof1000.com/start.asp
Fac ulty of 1000, pro duced by Biol ogy
Reports and pub lished by BioMed
Cen tral as part of the Cur rent  Science
Group, “is the next gen er a tion lit er a -
ture aware ness tool. It is a
rev o lu tion ary new online research
ser vice that will com pre hen sively and 
sys tem at i cally high light and review
the most inter est ing papers pub lished 
in the bio log i cal sci ences, based on
the rec om men da tions of a fac ulty of
well over 1000 selected lead ing
research ers.” In fact Fac ulty of 1000
con sists of more than 1400 sci en tists
and aims to invite the best sci en tists
inter na tion ally in each field and to
involve both expe ri enced and
 younger inves ti ga tors. The vast
major ity of the Fac ulty are from the
USA, some 200 are from the UK, and
the remain der are mainly from other
Euro pean coun tries, Aus tra lia and
China.  

Sev eral func tions are out lined, one
of which “High lights papers on the
basis of their sci en tific merit rather
than the jour nal in which they
appear”. This claims to “offer an
imme di ate rating of indi vid ual
papers by the authors’ peers, and an
impor tant com ple ment to the indi rect 

assess ment pro vided by the jour nal
impact factor”.

Fac ulty of 1000 is a sub scrip -
tion-based ser vice cost ing US$50/
£35/€55 per annum for an indi vid ual;
insti tu tional sub scrip tions are also
avail able, and it is pos si ble to get a
48-hour free trial.

This online lit er a ture eval u a tion
ser vice has been rec og nized by the
Asso ci a tion of Learned and Pro fes -
sional Soci ety Pub lishers as the “most 
inno va tive pub li ca tion of 2002”, but it 
con cerns biol ogy only. Does anyone
know of an equiv a lent for any of the
other branches of sci ence?

Postal codes and other  links
www.execulink.com/~louisew/
postal-links.htm
The cre ation of Vir tual Mechanics,
this is a huge col lec tion of links to
postal ser vice Web sites through out
the world. If you need to find a postal 
code, this is a good place to look. It
also has links to post office home
pages, where you can track recorded
par cels in sev eral coun tries (these ser -
vices require reg is tra tion) and a list of 
“other address ing issues” such as
trans la tion pages, and links to the
white and yellow pages. Very useful
if you are trying to send your snail

mail on time and don’t want to go to
the expense of an inter na tional phone 
call to get some one’s cor rect address
and postal code.

Just for fun: Ba bel Fish
http://babel.altavista.com/
Any self-respect ing fan of Douglas
Adams will be famil iar with the term
Babel for rea sons other than Gen e sis.
The term is now hugely over used for
Web sites con cerned with exchang ing 
infor mation of one sort or another
(enter “babel” into Google’s search
engine and see what comes back). Of
all these Babel Fish is argu ably the
best known, claim ing to trans late a
block of 150 words of text between a
mul ti tude of lan guages. How ever, its
auto mated nature leaves much to be
desired and is really no sub sti tute for
even a second-rate trans la tor. It will
trans late simple phrases with rea son -
able accu racy; how ever, try enter ing
some thing a little more com plex, con -
tain ing expres sions of feel ing, or
con di tion als, and spend a few
 minutes being amused by the results.

Watching the Web in this issue
were Mar ga ret Cooter; Paola De
Castro; Liza Furnival; John Glen;
Bruce Squires; Moira Vekony (con tri -
bu tions to DunaScripts@edi tors.ca).

News Notes
Mis con duct in phys ics 
In con nec tion with the dis cov ery of
16 inci dences of fraud in phys ics,
jour nal ists and some sci en tists have
taken the oppor tu nity to make poten -
tially dam ag ing asser tions about
jour nals: that to com pete or to pub -
lish excit ing results, jour nals will cut
cor ners in peer review, over rule hos -
tile review ers or select sym pa thetic
ones. Nature (3 Octo ber 2002) refutes
this, and has invited co-authors to
send in retrac tions. It sees such
 misconduct as a way for the sci en tific
com mu nity to improve its pro ce dures 
for inves ti gat ing mis con duct when it
arises, and for intro duc ing prin ci ples
of lab o ra tory man age ment to min i -
mize the poten tial for fraud. Nature’s
24 Octo ber issue has a news fea ture
explor ing fraud and the review
 process, which con cludes with the
thought that the real peer review only 
starts when a paper is pub lished.

New Sci en tist (5 Octo ber 2002)
 wondered why the jour nals that pub -
lished Schön’s work could n’t have
picked up that iden ti cal graphs were
rep re sent ing dif fer ent data. Even if
jour nal ref er ees had time to
cross-check every paper by an author, 
they would n’t nec es sar ily have

noticed the prob lem: “It requires a
very big change of view point to say
‘I’m look ing for fraud’.”

The case high lights the need for
record-keep ing: Schön was unable to
pro duce his raw data, and claims he
had deleted the rel e vant files after
run ning out of space on his com -
puter. And it behoves jour nals to look 
again at the prac tice of includ ing
co-authors on papers when they
don’t have the exper tise or time to
crit i cally assess the results.

Who is a co-au thor, then?
Sev eral of Schön’s co-authors had
done no more than supply him with
mate ri als. One was inter viewed by
the Inter na tional Herald Tri bune 
(1 Novem ber 2002). He had done an
exper i ment that didn’t work, and
sug gested it to Schön — who sent
him data that seemed to show suc -
cess, at which point “I agreed to be a
co-author.” He went on to tell the
news pa per that when research ers
com bined their stud ies to pro duce a
single paper, each sci en tist depended
on the hon esty of work con trib uted
by the other co-authors. That was the
way, he said, sci ence was sup posed
to work.

New code for co-au thors
In the wake of the mis con duct furore, 
the Amer i can Phys i cal Soci ety has
pro duced new eth i cal guide lines. All
research ers must now share “some
degree of respon si bil ity” for papers
that they co-author, but only some
have respon si bil ity for the entire
paper — includ ing “co-authors who
are account able for the integ rity of
crit i cal data reported in the paper,
carry out the anal y sis, write the
manu script, pres ent major find ings at 
con fer ences, or pro vide sci en tific
lead er ship”. Critics contend that
fraud u lent data almost always find
their way into print before senior
research ers are alerted, so it is unfair
to hold super vi sors account able.
(Nature 21 Novem ber 2002)

Low-key un eth i cal be hav iour
Obvi ously sci ence — as pub lished —
some times does n’t work prop erly. In
the US, the Office of Research
Integrity is trying to spread aware -
ness of the impor tance of eth i cal
con duct in the life sci ences com mu -
nity. A survey (www.faseb.org) has
dared to seek out infor mation on the
per va sive ness of low-key uneth i cal
behav iour, such as authors citing
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papers that they have n’t read —
going, some claim, beyond the
 government-approved def i ni tion of
sci en tific mis con duct. This def i ni tion,
a Nature edi to rial says (21 Novem ber
2002), is a restric tive, lowest-
common-denom i na tor approach.

Read be fore you cite
It won’t be news to edi tors that
 scientists are sloppy citers of other
peo ple’s papers, and now a 
widely-reported study con firms that
most authors don’t bother to read the
orig i nal. Simkin and Roychowdhury
(www.arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/
0212043) looked at cita tion data for a
1973 paper and found that in 4300
cita tions, 196 con tained 45 dif fer ent
mis prints in the volume, page, or
year. The most pop u lar mis take
appeared 78 times. This pat tern
 suggests that 45 sci en tists made an
error in citing it — and 151 others
copied their mis prints with out
 reading the orig i nal — so for at least
77% of the 196 mis printed cita tions,
no one read the paper. Simkin and
Roychowdhury esti mate that only
20% of citers read the orig i nal.

Manu script man age ment
sys tems
A paper enti tled: “Web-based jour nal 
manu script man age ment and peer
review soft ware and sys tems” by
Gerry McKiernan of Iowa State Uni -
ver sity is avail able free online. It
con sid ers AllenTrack, BenchPress,
EdiKit, ESPERE, Jour nal Assis tant,
Manu script Cen tral, and Rapid
Review. For each, a brief over view 
is pro vided, as is an out line of the 
fea tures and functionalities of the
system/ser vice, con tact infor mation,
Web site, and vendor. A select list  
of jour nals pub lished by the
 software/system is included within
each pro file.  (www.emeraldinsight.     
com/fm=html/rpsv/cw/mcb/07419058/
v19n7/s5002/p2l)

Dis tor tion of jour nal mar ket
The lack of normal com pet i tive forces 
in the jour nals market for librar ies
has been noted by the UK’s Office of
Fair Trading. It says the market is
skewed because sci en tific, tech ni cal
and med i cal jour nals tend to com pete 
on qual ity rather than price.  
“Bun dling”, whereby pub lish ers give
dis counts to librar ies that pro vide
elec tronic access to all or most of their 
jour nals, also dis torts the market —
and favours pub lish ers with large
port fo lios. Inter ven tion is not nec es -
sary, says the OFT: schemes such as
the Public Library of Sci ence could be 

a force for change in the future.
(Nature 19 Sep tem ber 2002)

Au thors pay, read ers go free
Two peer-reviewed jour nals, one on
biol ogy and one on med i cine, are to
be pub lished online by the Public
Library of Sci ence
(www.publiclibraryofscience.org)
and will be funded through pay -
ments made by authors of the papers. 
The cost per arti cle will be about
$1500, and sci en tists are hoping that
the cost will be met by those fund ing
the research in the first place.
Viewing or repro duc ing the
 information will be free. The
 initiative is sup ported by a  
five-year, $9 mil lion grant from a 
pri vate  foundation.

Jap a nese on line jour nals
Con cerned about lan guage bar ri ers
and com pet ing on the inter na tional
scene, Japan is plan ning online
 journals. Jap a nese sci en tists are
 concerned, says Nature (31 Octo ber
2002), that lead ing jour nals may be
biased against them. Ini tia tives to
improve the inter na tional stand ing 
of Jap a nese sci ence aren’t with out
 difficulties — the new pub li ca tions
will need read ers and review ers from 
around the world if they are to have a 
rea son able chance of suc cess. In a
world of sci ence where Eng lish is the
lingua franca, non-native speak ers
some times feel hard done by — but
these new jour nals will be in Eng lish.
The key to the jour nals’ suc cess will
be find ing fields in which Japan
excels, research ers say.

Copy right con tra dic tions in
schol arly pub lish ing 
Con tra dic tions in the pro tec tion of
authors’ inter ests in schol arly
 journals have become appar ent with
the rise of open access pub lish ing as
an alter na tive to the tra di tional
 commercial model of sell ing jour nal
sub scrip tions. Authors may well be
better served, as may the public
which sup ports research, by open
access jour nals because of the wider
read er ship and early indi ca tions of
greater schol arly impact. The Web
site http://firstmonday.org/issues/
cur rent_issue/willinsky/index.html
pro vides a review of the spe cif ics of
pub lish ers’ con tracts with edi tors and 
authors, as well as the larger spirit of
copy right law in seek ing to help
schol ars to better under stand the
 consequences of the choices they
make between com mer cial and open
access pub lish ing models for the
future of aca demic knowl edge.

Tech ni cal ed it ing as qual ity
as sur ance
The August 2002 issue of Tech ni cal
Com mu ni ca tion, the jour nal of the
Soci ety for Tech ni cal Com mu ni ca tion 
(STC), includes a sum mary of the
things tech ni cal edi tors can — and
should — con trib ute to writ ing pro -
jects. The arti cle com pares tech ni cal
edit ing pro cesses to soft ware test ing
pro cesses (thus pro vid ing some good
argu ments that have mean ing for a
large number of man ag ers and
 clients). The arti cle divides con tent
edit ing activ i ties into three cat e go ries: 
com pre hen sive edit ing, usabil ity
 editing, and copy edit ing. Per haps
this is a good reason to con sider
 joining the STC? (www.stc.org/)

“Elec tronic writ ing”
Is elec tronic writ ing a spe cial form of
talk ing? Many oral char ac ter is tics of
com mu ni ca tion occur in writ ing for
the Web: argu ment rather than expo -
si tion, group think ing rather than
indi vid ual think ing, and greater
capac ity for indi vid ual par tic i pa tion
and interactivity. In elec tronic writ -
ing, the  reader becomes the author’s
part ner in deter min ing the mean ing
of the text. “Writ ing elec tron i cally:
the effects of com put ers on tra di -
tional writ ing” may help us to think
dif fer ently about e-pub lish ing.
(www.press.umich.edu/jep/08-01/
ferris.html; Aug 2002)

Co lum bia Uni ver sity Press to
pub lish JEP
With the release of the Spring 2003
issue, the Jour nal of Elec tronic
 Publishing will be pub lished by
Colum bia Uni ver sity Press and will
be re-launched with a new design,
aug mented con tent, enhanced search
capa bil i ties, and a new home address
on the Colum bia Uni ver sity Press
Web site. JEP has been pub lished 
since Jan u ary 1995 and cur rently 
deliv ers three issues a year. JEP is
avail able by free sub scrip tion, and
has 1700 sub scrib ers and thou sands
more read ers, mostly in the pub lish -
ing indus try, librar ies, and the
acad emy. Readers have access to
close to 200 arti cles writ ten by
 industry pro fes sion als in library sci -
ence,  pri vate pub lish ing, and
aca demic presses.

Prob lems of on line pri vacy
ex posed
The Elec tronic Fron tier Foun da tion
(EFF) and Privacyactivism have
launched an inter ac tive video game
designed to edu cate play ers about
their pri vacy and fair use rights.
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Indi vid uals aren’t always aware that
they are releas ing per sonal infor -
mation when they down load
soft ware from the Net, or sub scribe to 
a par tic u lar ser vice. Pri vacy pol i cies
are often vague and leave users in the 
dark as to sites’ data col lec tion
 practices, so the game is designed to
spot light some of these trou ble areas
and pro vide tools so that people can
pro tect their pri vacy. (www.eff.org/
carabella/20020619_eff_drm_pr.html)

Elec tronic dis sem i na tion in
peer-re viewed se rial pub li ca tion
sys tem
The internet opens the pos si bil ity of
devel op ing a vari ety of dif fer ent
models of schol arly com mu ni ca tion,
each ful fill ing to a greater or lesser
extent the three roles that paper
 journals have served (the rank ing of
schol ar ship, facil i tat ing inter ac tive
com mu ni ca tion among schol ars, and
cre at ing a com pre hen sive archive of
schol arly and sci en tific knowl edge)
and pos si bly other roles that were not 
even con ceiv able before the devel op -
ment of world-wide elec tronic
net works. The impli ca tions of elec -
tronic dis tri bu tion for own er ship and
access to the schol arly lit er a ture are
pro found and likely to exac er bate the
already seri ous serial pric ing crisis
that is hin der ing wide spread access

to sci en tific and schol arly infor -
mation. It is up to the schol arly
com mu nity, which both pro vides the
mate rial con tained in these pub li ca -
tions and largely con sumes the
fin ished prod uct, to solve this crisis
and allow the internet to be a vehi cle
for  dis sem i nat ing pub licly funded
research and schol ar ship rather than
allow ing its trans fer to pri vate
 ownership. (www.firstmonday.dk/
issues/issue7_8/sol o mon/index.html)

Using a DOI in a Web browser
DOIs (dig i tal object iden ti fi ers) are
not URLs: they are names, not loca -
tions — but they can be used in Web
brows ers. A freely avail able “resolver 
plug-in” can be down loaded from 
www.handle.net/resolver/. It will rec -
og nize a DOI in the form
“doi:10.1000/123”, and resolve it to a
URL or other file type the browser
recog nizes. Or, users may resolve 
DOIs that are struc tured to use a DOI
proxy server (http://dx.doi.org),
which “trans lates” a  name using
URL syntax. The res o lu tion of the
DOI in this case depends on the use
of URL  syntax: for exam ple
doi:10.1000/123 would be resolved
from the address:  “http://dx.doi.org/
10.1000/123”. Any stan dard browser
encoun ter ing a DOI in this form will 
be able to resolve it.   For more on

this topic, see www.doi.org/
faq.html#24

Find ing facts elec tron i cally
Key words and boolean searches are
all very well when you are doing
research on a topic, but they don’t
work so well for fact-check ing. Some
tips for get ting results up on the
screen are at www.freepint.com/
issues/080802.htm#fea ture. Think like 
a jour nal ist, rather than a librar ian.
Type in “how to wire a plug”, not
keywords (wiring, plug). Also, use
parts of sen tences: “the small est
church in London”; “Miro was born
on”.

Lon ger liv ing through chem is try
Reg is tra tion on the Web site of Chem -
is try & Indus try requires a date of
birth via a drop-down mul ti ple-
choice menu system. The options
 preclude anyone under 16 sub scrib -
ing — but pos si ble years of birth go
back to 1892. It looks as if C&I has its
eyes clearly focused on the more
mature chem ist. It is no sur prise,
then, to learn that one of the oldest
pro fes sional work ers in the US is a
chem ist and teacher — aged 102.

Con tri bu tions to News Notes
Please send items for News Notes to
Mar ga ret Cooter, BMJ, BMA House,
Tavistock Square, London, WC1H
9JR, UK (e-mail mcooter@bmj.com).

Forth com ing meet ings, courses and BELS ex ams
Who pays for the free lunch?
Al ter na tive mod els for fund ing
re search com mu ni ca tion
4 April 2003 Lon don
ALPSP 19th inter na tional learned
jour nals sem i nar
(Con tact: Asso ci a tion of Learned and
Pro fes sional Soci ety Pub lishers, 
tel. +44 (0)1245 260571, e-mail
events@alpsp.org, Web site
www.alpsp.org/cal en dar.htm)

The fu ture of the book
RMIT Uni ver sity/Common Ground
Pub lishing inter na tional con fer ence
22–24 April 2003 Syd ney, Aus tra lia
Topics will include the chang ing roles 
of writer, reader and editor; the
 editor’s craft; from paper to elec tronic 
books; new ways to trans late text;
emerg ing stan dards for elec tronic
and printed books, and much else.
(Con tact: see www.Book-Con fer ence.
com to submit a paper or for updated 
infor mation, full online reg is tra tion
details and accom mo da tion options.
Fur ther enqui ries to the Con fer ence
Sec re tar iat, tel. +61 2-9519 0303, fax

+61 2-9519 2203, 
e-mail despina. scarano@
commongroundconferences.com)

CSE 46th an nual meet ing
2–6 May 2003 Pitts burgh, PA
(Con tact: Coun cil of Sci ence Edi tors,
Inc., 11250 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite
8, Reston VA 20190, USA; e-mail
cse@CouncilScienceEditors.org, Web
site www.CouncilScienceEditors.org)

So ci ety for Schol arly Pub lishing
25th an nual meet ing
28–30 May 2003 Bal ti more, MD
(Con tact: SSP, 10200 West 44th
Avenue, Suite 304, Wheat Ridge, CO
80033, USA; tel. +1 303-422 3914, fax
+1 303-422 8894; Web site www.
sspnet.org)

Editing and sci en tific “truth”
8th Gen eral Assem bly and
 Conference of EASE
8–11 June 2003 Bath, UK
Plenary ses sions will be on grey areas 
of ethics, the evo lu tion of peer
review, and con flict of inter est, with

work shops on ple nary ses sion
themes, fol lowed by dis cus sion
groups with facil i ta tors. See
www.ease.org.uk/ease2003info2.pdf
for full details and copies of the reg is -
tra tion form and hotel book ing form.
(Con tact: Jenny Gretton, Sec re -
tary-Trea surer, EASE; tel./fax +44
(0)1483-211056, e-mail
 secretary@ease.org.uk, Web site
www.ease.org.uk)

Af ter Gutenberg and Gates: gaz ing
into the e-fu ture
CASE national edi tors con fer ence
18–19 July 2003 Bris bane, Aus tra lia
The Coun cil of Aus tra lian Soci eties of 
Edi tors (CASE) is orga niz ing a
 conference focus ing on the chang ing
nature and demands of the market
for edi tors in terms of oppor tu ni ties
and skill require ments, includ ing
internet, mul ti me dia and elec tronic
pub lish ing. Issues such as
 accreditation and mar ket ing the
 editing pro fes sion will also be
addressed. (Con tact: Robin Bennett,
beyondgutenberg@ hotmail.com)
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Some thing for ev ery one
14th Annual SfEP AGM and
 conference
20–22 Sept. 2003 Bir ming ham, UK
(Con tact: Soci ety for Edi tors and
Proof readers, Gen eral Sec re tary,
e-mail admin@sfep.org.uk, Web site
www.sfep.org.uk)

Jour nals de vel op ment
ALPSP sem i nar
23 Sep tem ber 2003 Lon don, UK
(Con tact: ALPSP, tel. +44 (0)1245
260571, e-mail events@alpsp.org, Web 
www.alpsp.org/cal en dar.htm)

COURSES

ALPSP train ing courses
The Asso ci a tion of Learned and
 Professional Soci ety Pub lishers offers
courses on elec tronic mar ket ing, jour -
nal pro duc tion, jour nal ful fil ment,
jour nal finance, and related topics.
(Con tact: ALPSP Ltd, 47 Vic ar age
Road, Chelmsford, Essex, CM2 9BS,
UK; tel. +44 (0)1245-260571, fax +44
(0)1245-260935, mem bers@alpsp.org,
Web site www.alpsp.org)

Brit ish Li brary train ing courses
(Con tact: Maureen Heath, Training
Courses Admin is tra tor, The Brit ish
Library, Mar keting RS&CD, 96
Euston Road, London, NW1 2DB;
tel.+44 (0)20-7412 7470, fax +44
(0)20-7412 7947; e-mail
maureen.heath@bl.uk; Web
www.bl.uk.ser vices/stb/courses.html)

Style for re ports and pa pers in
med i cal and life-sci ence jour nals
John Kirk man Com mu ni ca tion
 Consultancy courses
London, UK

One-day sem i nars devoted to dis cus -
sion of style — tac tics for pro duc ing
accu rate and read able texts, not struc -
ture or format. (Con tact: Gill Ward,
JKCC, PO Box 106, Marlborough,
Wilts, SN8 2RU, UK; tel. +44
(0)1672-520429, fax +44
(0)1672-521008, e-mail kirk man.
ramsbury@btinternet.com)

Pub lishing Training Cen tre at Book
House
(Con tact: The Pub lishing Training
Centre at Book House, 45 East Hill,
Wands worth, London, SW18 2QZ,
UK; tel.+44 (0)20-8874 2718, fax +44
(0)20-8870 8985, e-mail pub lish ing.
train ing@bookhouse.co.uk, Web site
www.train4publishing.co.uk)

So ci ety for Ed i tors and Proof readers
work shops
SfEP runs one-day work shops in
London and occa sion ally else where
in the UK on copy-edit ing, proof read -
ing, gram mar and much else. (For
up-to-date infor mation see Web site
www.sfep.org.uk, or con tact Lesley
Ward, 20 Howard Road, Wokingham, 
Berks, RG40 2BX, UK, tel. +44
(0)118-979 2571, or e-mail
admin@sfep.org.uk)

So ci ety of In dexers work shops
The Soci ety of Indexers runs
 workshops for begin ners and more
expe ri enced index ers in var i ous cities 
in the UK. See details and down load -
able book ing forms on the Web site
(www.socind.demon.co.uk/).

Tim Al bert Training
Courses on writ ing, sci ence writ ing
and set ting up pub li ca tions. (Con tact: 
Tim Albert Training, Paper Mews

Court, 284 High Street, Dorking, RH4 
1QT, UK; tel. +44 (0)1306-877993, fax
+44 (0)1306-877929, e-mail
tatraining@compuserve.com, Web
site www.timalbert.co.uk)

Uni ver sity of Chi cago Pub lishing
Pro gram
(Con tact: Pub lishing Pro gram,
Graham School of Gen eral Studies,
5835 S. Kimbark 
Avenue, Chi cago, IL 60637-1608,
USA; fax +1 773-702 6814, Web site
www.grahamschool.uchicago.edu/
 contact.shtml)

EXAMINATIONS

Board of Ed i tors in the Life Sci ences
(BELS) ex am i na tion sched ule
22 March 2003: San Fran cisco,
 California (Asilomar) (reg is ter by 
1 March 2003)
3 May 2003: Pitts burgh, Penn syl va nia 
(CSE meet ing) (reg is ter by 
19 April 2003)
8 June 2003: Bath, UK (EASE meet ing) 
(reg is ter by 25 May 2003)
4 Novem ber 2003: Miami, Florida
(AMWA meet ing) (reg is ter by 
14 Octo ber 2003)
For more infor mation, or to take a
BELS exam i na tion cer ti fy ing your
edit ing skills and making you an ELS
(editor in the life sci ences), visit the
Web site at www.bels.org to obtain
the appli ca tion form and a com plete
sched ule of upcom ing exam i na tions,
or con tact Leslie Neistadt (e-mail:
neistadt@hughston.com, fax: 
+1 706-576 3348, mail ing address:
Hughston Sports Med i cine
 Foundation, Inc, 6262 Vet erans
 Parkway, Colum bus, GA 31909,
USA).

The Ed i tor’s Book shelf
The book shelf is com piled and edited 
by Mrs Jean Shaw, The Old Rec tory,
Shoscombe, Bath, BA2 8NB, UK;
e-mail exxjgs@bath.ac.uk. Please send 
her details of arti cles or books of
inter est to edi tors.

Con tri bu tions in Euro pean lan -
guages other than Eng lish, espe cially
French or German, are wel come.

Entries are arranged (roughly) by
topic under each head ing, not alpha -
bet i cally by author.

We regret that pho to cop ies of the
mate rial referred to in these entries
cannot be sup plied. 

Many thanks to those who have
sent con tri bu tions.

GENERAL

Kmietowicz Z. 2002. Patent laws are
keep ing poor coun tries in pov erty.
BMJ 14 Sept; 325:562.

Schiermeier Q. 2002. Tra di tional
owners “should be paid”. Nature
(London) 3 Oct; 419:423.
Tra di tional knowl edge can pro vide
cheap leads for phar ma ceu ti cal
 companies look ing for new drugs. A
model law now being devel oped
would allow the tra di tional owners to 
nego ti ate an autho ri za tion
 agreement.

Dalton R. 2002. Tribes query motives 
of knowl edge data bases. Nature
(London) 31 Oct; 419:866.
Some groups fear that such data bases 

will be used to exploit their cul tural
her i tage. Report from World’s Indig-
enous Peo ples Con fer ence, 16-19
Octo ber, Kelowna, Brit ish Colum bia
— www.wipo.org.

Ramsay S. 2002. Afri can health
research ers unite. Lancet 23 Nov;
360:1665.
Launch of the Afri can Health
Research Forum (AfHRF) with daunt -
ing but vitally impor tant objec tives.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Towards a Euro -
pean Research Coun cil. Nature
(London) 17 Oct; 419:653.
“Europe’s sci ence min is ters should
focus on the bigger pic ture.”

Schiermeier Q. 2002. A window of
oppor tu nity. Nature (London) 12
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Sept; 419:108–109.
“Enthu si asts for Euro pean sci en tific
inte gra tion believe the time is ripe to
launch a new inde pend ent research
coun cil” — the Euro pean Research
Coun cil.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Reform by stealth.
Nature (London) 7 Nov; 420:1.
“The gov ern ment of Silvio Berlusconi 
appar ently wants to restruc ture Ital -
ian sci ence, but seems unin ter ested in 
con sul ta tion.”

Taylor I. 2002. Open ing the jour nals
market in China. Learned Pub lishing 
15(4):243–245.
Pub lishers are report ing sharp
increases in jour nal sub scrip tions.
Copy right pro tec tion and agree ments 
due to China’s appli ca tion for mem -
ber ship of the World Trade
Orga ni za tion seems to have been the
spur.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Breaking down the
bar ri ers. Nature (London) 24 Oct;
419:777.
“Many Jap a nese research ers are con -
cerned they don’t play on a level
play ing field when it comes to inter -
na tional sci ence. Lan guage and
cul tural bar ri ers may be partly to
blame. But the per cep tion is more
 forbidding than the real ity.”

Cyranowski D. 2002. Japan plans
web of Eng lish jour nals. Nature
(London) 31 Oct; 419:868.

Jayaraman KS. 2002. India’s sci en -
tists ago nize over fall in pub li ca tion
rate. Nature (London) 12 Sept;
419:100.
China has over taken India in the
number of papers pub lished (data
from Sci ence Cita tion Index) with
Brazil and South Korea chal leng ing
India’s rep u ta tion in the devel op ing
world.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Obsta cles to
biodefence. Nature (London) 5 Sept;
419:1.
The Depart ment of Home land Secu -
rity will find a lack of pre pared ness.
Sug gests that key stake holders col lab -
o rate in the devel op ment of sce nar ios 
of imag i nary attacks.

Brumfiel G. 2002. Mis sion impos si -
ble? Nature (London) 5 Sept;
419:10–11.
The new Depart ment of Home land
Secu rity will have to research the
 vulnerabilities already revealed.

McLellan F. 2002. Aca demic free dom
or speak ing to the enemy. Lancet 7
Sept; 360:731.
Debate regard ing the open exchange
of replicable research in sci en tific

jour nals and its poten tial use by
ter ror ists.

Gewin V. 2002. Secu rity wor ries
stifle report on agri cul tural
bioterror. Nature (London) 12 Sept;
419:99.

Malakoff D. 2002. Tighter secu rity
reshapes research. Sci ence (Wash ing -
ton DC) 6 Sept; 297:1630,1632–1633.
The after math of Sep tem ber 11th.

Enserink M. 2002. One year after:
hunt for NIH funds fos ters col lab o -
ra tion. Sci ence (Wash ing ton DC) 6
Sept; 297:1630–1631.

Check E. 2002. National acad e mies
slam Bush pro posal for data secu -
rity. Nature (London) 24 Oct; 419:769.
Prob lems with a new cat e gory of
“sen si tive” but not “clas si fied” infor -
mation.

Michaels D , et al. 2002. Advice with -
out dis sent. Sci ence (Wash ing ton DC) 
25 Oct; 298:703.
Edi to rial. “The Bush admin is tra tion
has made some unwise recent moves
that under mine the pro cess by which
sci en tists pro vide advice to the US
Gov ern ment.”

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Keeping sci en tific
advice non-par ti san. Lancet 16 Nov;
360:1525.
Worried that the cur rent USA admin -
is tra tion is pack ing expert panels
with those “whose views would be
sym pa thetic to [the Repub li can]
party’s agenda.”

Access to data

Ding Ymin, Xiong Lei. 2002. China
issues rules on fossil exca va tion.
 Science (Wash ing ton DC) 20 Sept;
297:1981.
“One agency will now reg u late many
Chi nese fos sils.”

Gib bons A. 2002. Glas nost for homi -
nids: seek ing access to fos sils.
Sci ence (Wash ing ton DC) 30 Aug;
297:1464–1468.
“Out side research ers are vying for
quicker access to key spec i mens, but
fossil dis cover ers say they need con -
trol over new finds in order to
pre pare and ana lyze them care fully.”

Thiele K, Yeates D. 2002. Ten sion
arises from dual ity at heart of tax on -
omy. Nature (London) 26 Sept;
419:337.
Cre ating a tax o nomic data base is not
as easy as it may be for other sub jects. 
The base unit in tax on omy “is an
hypoth e sis, not an obser va tion or
‘fact’.“

Ethics and clin i cal trials

Powell K. 2002. Call for clin i cal-trial
reform leaves crit ics unmoved.
Nature (London) 10 Oct; 419:546.
Report, “Respon si ble research: a sys -
tems approach to pro tect ing research
par tic i pants”, chaired by Daniel
Federman, com mis sioned by the
Depart ment of Health and Human
Ser vices, may face oppo si tion from
drug firms.

Marwick C. 2002. Report demands
better pro tec tion for people in
research trials. BMJ 12 Oct; 325:796.

Baird P, Downie J, Thomp son J. 2002.
Clin i cal trials and indus try. Sci ence
(Wash ing ton DC) 27 Sept; 297:2211.
The impor tance of “pro tect ing the
right of trial sub jects to dis clo sure of
risks and the aca demic free dom of
inves ti ga tors.”

Miller FG, Rosenstein DL. 2002.
Reporting of eth i cal issues in pub li -
ca tions of med i cal research. Lancet
26 Oct; 360:1326–1328.
These are rarely described even when 
there are con tro ver sial fea tures in
study design or pro ce dures. Guide -
lines are pre sented.

Gilman RH , et al. 2002. How many
com mit tees does it take to make a
pro ject eth i cal? Lancet 28 Sept;
360:1025–1026.
The prob lems of inter na tional col lab -
o ra tion — “15 ini tial sub mis sions and 
then, after approval, a fur ther 25
appli ca tions in five for mats.”

Training

Goldmann E, Mar shall E. 2002. NIH
grant ees: where have all the young
ones gone? Sci ence (Wash ing ton DC)
4 Oct; 298:40–41.
“Since 1980 the per cent age of
 biomedical grants awarded to
35-and-under inves ti ga tors has
 plummeted from 23% to 4%.”

Goldmann E. 2002. Euro pean pro -
gram to fund the best. Sci ence
(Wash ing ton DC) 11 Oct; 298:345.
Euro pean Young Inves ti ga tors
Awards are launched to boost  Euro -
pean science.

Bawden D, Rob in son L. 2002.
 Promoting lit er acy in a dig i tal age:
approaches to train ing for infor -
mation lit er acy. Learned Pub lishing
15(4):297–301.
Case stud ies: a train ing programme
in infor mation lit er acy for the
 scientific staff of a mul ti na tional
phar ma ceu ti cal research orga ni za tion 
and a summer school pri mar ily for
infor mation pro fes sion als from
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coun tries of Cen tral and East ern
Europe and the former Soviet Union.

Good man S. 2002. Put your lab in a
dif fer ent class. Nature (London) 7
Nov; 420:12–14.
Ini tia tives designed to give young
people hands-on expe ri ence of
research in dif fer ent sci ences.

Weston W. 2002. Access to sci en tific
lit er a ture. Nature (London) 7 Nov;
420:19.
“The web can com ple ment librar ies,
but not replace them.”

Good man S. 2002. “Unusual forces”
are push ing jour nal market off
course. Nature (London) 19 Sept;
419:239.
Libraries may be paying too much
because the market lacks normal
com pet i tive forces —
www.oft.gov.uk.

Cita tion issues

[Anon]. 2002. Build ing a Euro pean
Cita tion Index for the Human ities.
ESF Com mu ni ca tions no.22:12–13.
Because of the inad e quacy of ISI’s
Arts and Human ities Cita tion Index,
ESF’s Stand ing Com mit tee for the
Human ities is plan ning to pro duce a
Euro pean Cita tion Index to assist in
eval u a tion of human i ties research.

Mackinnon L, Clarke M. 2002. Cita -
tion of group-authored papers.
Lancet 9 Nov; 360:1513.
Dif fi culties of find ing all the cita tions
to a group-authored paper in the Sci -
ence Cita tion Index.

PUBLISHING

Cox B. 2002. The Pergamon phe nom -
e non 1951–1991: Robert Maxwell
and sci en tific pub lish ing. Learned
Pub lishing 15(4):273–278.

Albert T. 2002. Med i cal jour nal
 publishing: one cul ture or sev eral.
Learned Pub lishing 15(4):291–296.
Ques tion naire survey of edi tors,
 technical edi tors and 26 edi to rial
assis tants of BMJ spe cial ist jour nals.
50 review ers from the BMJ’s data base 
were also sent ques tion naires.

Jones R. 2002. Jour nals e-pub lish ing:
outsourced solu tions for pro fes -
sional, schol arly and soci ety
pub lish ers. Learned Pub lishing 15
(4):313–314.
“Per sonal view”.
Powell A. 2002. Linking to full text:
the sec ond ary pub lisher’s per spec -
tive. Learned Pub lishing
15(4):267–272.
The expe ri ence of CABI in link ing
CAB Abstracts and CAB HEALTH to

full-text arti cles. Data con sis tency and 
accu racy, increased pay-per-view
avail abil ity and a will ing ness to look
at cita tion link ing from both sides are
nec es sary if pri mary and sec ond ary
jour nal pub lish ers are to coop er ate
effec tively in link ing full text.

O’Neill S. 2002. DOIs — the key to
interoperability. Update 1(9) :44–45.
TSO (for merly the Sta tio nery Office)
has been appointed as a reg is tra tion
agency for dig i tal object iden ti fi ers in
the UK.

Renner R. 2002. Online pio neer
winds up lost in cyberspace. Sci ence
(Wash ing ton DC) 30 Aug;
297:1468–1469.
The haz ards of intro duc ing dig i tal
object iden ti fi ers, “smart iden ti fi ers”
and changes in the print ver sion have 
caused prob lems for the Amer i can
Geo phys i cal Union but the Amer i can
Phys ics Soci ety has had fewer prob -
lems.

Derricourt R. 2002. Schol arly book
pub lish ing in Aus tra lia: the impact
of the last decade. Jour nal of Schol -
arly Pub lishing 33(4):189-201.
Dis cusses devel op ments and trends
from the late 1980s to early 2002.

De Bono M. 2002. Elec tronic books.
BMJ 19 Oct; 325:850.
Med i cal books are now avail able
online at www.bmjbookshop.com —
start ing with titles pub lished by BMJ
Books.

Kenneway M, Suther land P, Wil liam -
son SC. 1002. Intro ducing a new
jour nals sub scrip tion system: the
agony and the ecstasy. Learned
 Publishing 15(4):302–306.

[Anon]. 2002. Counting the costs.
Update 1(8):7.
“The EC Copy right Direc tive will
create ‘ex treme prob lems’ for those in 
the com mer cial sector and else where,
CILIP has warned in its offi cial
response” on UK imple men ta tion.
www.cilip.org.uk/commitees/local/di
rec tive.html.

New trends?
Wolpert AJ. 2002. The future of elec -
tronic data. Nature (London) 7 Nov;
420:17–18.
“Will uni ver si ties’ own elec tronic
repos i to ries affect tra di tional pub lish -
ing?”

Butler D. 2002. MIT gets plugged in
for global data archive. Nature
(London) 31 Oct; 419:869.
Plans to launch DSpace elec tronic
archive at MIT. Over 40 other aca -
demic insti tu tions are con sid er ing its
adop tion. It is intended to trans form

the way in which aca dem ics pub lish
and archive their results and raw
data.

“JLD”. 2002. Ultrafast sci ence jour -
nal. Phys ics Today 55(9):33.
News note report ing new vir tual
Jour nal of Ultrafast Sci ence launched
by the Amer i can Insti tute of Phys ics
and Amer i can Phys i cal Soci ety,
which assem bles research and review 
papers from 50 pub li ca tions con cern -
ing any thing that lasts a tril lionth of a 
second or less from bio phys ics to
high-field phys ics to appli ca tions.
Con tents and abstracts are posted
monthly on the Web (see:
www.vjultrafast.org).

Doyle M. 2002. How to profit by
 providing free access. Learned Pub -
lishing 15(4):315.

Walker TJ. 2002. Two soci et ies show
how to profit by pro vid ing free
access. Learned Pub lishing
15(4):279–284.
Imme di ate free Web access is the
most eco nom i cal mode of access. Two 
ento mo log i cal soci et ies have offered
it to their authors and prof ited.

[Anon]. 2002. New jour nals ser vice.
Phys ics World 15(8):45.
Reports that arti cles from most of the
Insti tute of Phys ics jour nals are now
avail able free of charge for 30 days at
www.iop.org/ejgs-extra.

Har wood P. 2002. You are the weak -
est link — good bye: serv ing the
infor mation-hungry cor po rate end
user. Learned Pub lishing 15(4):
285–290.
The chang ing roles of dif fer ent parts
of the infor mation system as
end-users become more demand ing.

EDITING

Huth EJ. 2002. In memoriam: J.
 Russell Elkinton, MD, MACP,
FRCP(L); 1910–2002; editor, Annals
of Inter nal Med i cine, 1960-1971.
Annals of Inter nal Med i cine
137(7):613–614.

Müllner M, Groves T. 2002. Making
research papers in the BMJ more
acces si ble. BMJ 31 Aug; 325:456.
Elec tronic long, paper short — com bi -
na tion of reader friendly ver sions of
orig i nal papers in print and full ver -
sion online.

Rich ards T. 2002. Edi tors pledge
 support for Afri can jour nals. BMJ 
26 Oct; 325:922–923.
A group of med i cal edi tors has set up 
a forum to sup port and strengthen
med i cal jour nals in Africa — FAME.
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Hartley J. 2002. Do struc tured
abstracts take more space? And does 
it matter? Jour nal of Infor mation
 Science 28(5):417–422.
They do take up more space. Sug ges -
tions for saving space are con sid ered.

Author ship

Grujic P. 2002. First author ship does
not deter mine real leader. APS News 
11(5):4.
Dis cusses rules for list order of
authors — alpha betic, author’s first
paper, and, in the case of CS.-S. Wu
in the parity vio la tion paper, ladies
first.

Abbott A. 2002. Dis pute over first
author ship lands researcher in dock. 
Nature (London) 5 Sept; 419:4.
The court’s deci sion favoured the
orig i nal verbal agree ment between
the two authors — not the intel lec tual 
con tri bu tion.

Tarnow E. 2002. Don’t give your self
a bad name. Phys ics World 15
(9):17–18.
Results of a survey show that many
phys ics papers con tain inap pro pri ate
co-authors who do not deserve to be
listed.

Con flicts of inter est
Lenzer J. 2002. Con tro ver sial stroke
trial is under review fol low ing BMJ
report. BMJ 16 Nov; 325:1131.
The major ity of the experts on stroke
had ties to the man u fac tur ers of the
drug con cerned.

[Var i ous]. 2002. Con flict of inter est
and its sig nif i cance in sci ence and
med i cine. Sci ence and Engi neering
Ethics 8(3):261–475.
Spe cial issue con tain ing papers from
a con fer ence, 5–6 April 2002 ( (www.
Opragen.co.uk/SEE/con tents.php3?
volume=8&issue=3).
Peer review

Rowland F. 2002. The peer-review
pro cess. Learned Pub lishing 15
(4):247–258.
Review of recent lit er a ture about peer 
review of schol arly arti cles with
empha sis on the cost — $400 per
 published arti cle!

Adam D, Knight J. 2002. Pub lish, and 
be damned . . . BMJ 24 Oct;
419:772–776.
Inves ti ga tion of the ways in which
jour nals select papers for pub li ca tion. 
Asks what more could be done to
weed out dubi ous results.
Einsenberg MS, Thomp son SA,
 Stanley EH. 2002. “Getting in” revis -
ited: an anal y sis of manu script

char ac ter is tics, review ers’ rat ings,
and accep tance of manu scripts in
Psy cho log i cal Bul le tin. Psy cho log i -
cal Bul le tin 128(6):997–1004.

Butler D. 2002. Theses spark twin
dilemma for phys i cists. Nature
(London) 7 Nov; 420:5.
The dif fi culty of read ing these papers 
had led to the sug ges tion that they
are “spoofed”. The cred i bil ity of the
peer review system and jour nals
report ing string theory or related
areas are taking a bat ter ing.

Mercer J. 2002. The dif fi cul ties of
double blind ing. Sci ence (Wash ing -
ton DC) 27 Sept; 297:2208.
In some cases the pla cebo group is
likely to know their assign ment by
detect ing phys i cal changes in them -
selves, e.g. in HRT trials.

Zwarenstein M. 2002. Peer review of
sta tis tics in med i cal research. BMJ 31 
Aug; 325:491.
Sample size issues esti mated and
attained should not influ ence review -
ers unduly.

Marusic A, et al. 2002. Peer review in
a small and a big med i cal jour nal:
case study of the Cro atian Med i cal
Jour nal and The Lancet. Cro atian
Med i cal Jour nal 43(3):286–289.
Com par i son of review ers’ rec om men -
da tions and edi to rial deci sions in
these two jour nals. Reviewers for The
Lancet were found to be stricter.
 Editorial deci sions dif fered in the
empha sis placed on nov elty or meth -
od olog i cal supe ri or ity of stud ies.

Borgstein J. 2002. The lec ture. Lancet
23 Nov; 360:1708.
“Peter Medawar made an impor tant,
though largely for got ten, point when
he reminded us that so many grace -
fully exe cuted stud ies answer
ques tions that are entirely irrel e vant 
. . . to any con ceiv able clin i cal sit u a -
tion, or are based on incor rect
pre mises that essen tially inval i date
the results no matter how ele gant and 
cor rect the sta tis ti cal anal y sis may
be.”

Causes for con cern
Adam D. 2002. Sus pi cions inten sify
over elu sive Euro pean Acad emy of
Sci ences. Nature (London) 31 Oct;
419:865.
Nature “has been unable to find any
record of the acad emy’s pub li ca tions,
pro jects or meet ings, and cannot con -
firm the sci en tific cre den tials of those
behind it.”

[News item]. 2002. Sci en tific soci et -
ies foil poten tial jour nal scam. APS
News 11(6):1,4,5.
Reports out-of-court set tle ment by a

sub scrip tion ser vice which filed false
soci ety mem ber ships to get reduced
rates and made false claims for “miss -
ing” issues.

Adam D. 2002. Med i cal fund ing
group calls for clamp down on hype. 
Nature (London) 24 Oct; 419:769.
Research mis con duct guide lines just
released by an asso ci a tion of Brit ish
med i cal char i ties sug gest that pre ma -
ture dis clo sure to the press of
unpub lished results might cause
research ers to be black listed for fund -
ing.

Kareiva P, et al. 2002. Slow-moving
jour nals hinder con ser va tion efforts. 
Nature (London) 7 Nov; 420:15.
“Crit i cal policy deci sions miss out on
research stuck in an 18-month pub -
lish ing queue.” Survey of
con ser va tion jour nals.

Garnier J, Berendsen JC. 2002. Inter -
na tional Unions con cerned about
biodata. Nature (London) 24 Oct;
419:777.
“Action must be taken now to ensure
that data are safely archived and
always acces si ble.”

O”Malley MA, Roger AJ, Doolittle
WF. 2002. Can com mer cial pro tec -
tion be good for research? Nature
(London) 12 Sept; 419:111.
Access to data from pub licly and pri -
vately funded research should not be
treated dif fer ently.

Sci en tific mis con duct

Greenberg DS. 2002. Mis con duct poll 
prompts fury among sci en tists.
Lancet 23 Nov; 360:1669.
There is oppo si tion to a gov ern -
ment-spon sored survey to quan tify
shady prac tices by two prom i nent
orga ni za tions con cerned with Amer i -
can sci ence, on the grounds that the
survey goes beyond fed eral author ity 
for polic ing mis con duct and might
gen er ate mis lead ing find ings.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Soft responses to
mis con duct. Nature (London) 21
Nov; 420:253.
Sci en tific asso ci a tions and sci en tists
have attacked the Office for Research
Integ rity’s survey “for daring to seek
out infor mation on the per va sive ness
of low-key uneth i cal behav iour, such
as authors citing papers that they
have n’t read” — “a heads in the
sand” response.

[Anon]. 2002. Paper trail reveals ref -
er ences go unread by citing authors.
Nature (London) 12 Dec; 420:594.
“. . . an anal y sis of how errors prop a -
gate through the lit er a ture.”
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Brumfiel G. 2002. Phys ics guide lines
drop equal-respon si bil ity clause.
Nature (London) 21 Nov; 420:258.
The guide lines have been revised fol -
low ing recent mis con duct cases such
as those at Bell Lab o ra tories.

Fried man E. 2002. Sit ting in judge -
ment. Nature (London) 26 Sept;
419:332–333.
A har row ing expe ri ence for the inves -
ti ga tors too!

Recent reports of mis con duct cases

Wilmhurst P. 2002. Insti tu tional cor -
rup tion in med i cine. BMJ 23 Nov;
325:1232–1235.
Sug gests that cov er ing up at a senior
level may take place in aca demic
insti tu tions. A case his tory is given.

Schiermeier Q. 2002. Cancer
researcher found guilty of neg li -
gence. Nature (London) 21 Nov;
420:258.
The paper con cerned with a vac cine
for kidney cancer “fails to meet the
require ments of good sci en tific
 practice.”

Tuffs A. 2002. Cancer spe cial ist
found guilty of mis con duct. BMJ 23
Nov; 325:1195.
“[The chief inves ti ga tor] was not dil i -
gent in his han dling of data and did
not care about accu racy.”
[Anon]. 2002. Dutch neu rol o gist
found guilty of fraud after fal si fy ing 
438 case records. BMJ 5 Oct; 325:734.
Part of a Euro pean stroke research
pro ject.

Dyer O. 2002. Med i cal coun cil inves -
ti gate alleged research fraud. BMJ 7
Sept; 325:509.
The paper in ques tion inves ti gated
how Indian patients fared after their
first heart attack.

Brumfiel G. 2002. Mis con duct find -
ing at Bell Labs shakes phys ics
com mu nity. Nature (London) 3 Oct;
419:423.
Schön has admit ted to making mis -
takes — rather than fraud.

Durrani M. 2002. 118: a case of mis -
con duct. Phys ics World 15(8): 7.
Reports that the “dis cov ery” of the
heavi est ever ele ment was the result
of fab ri cated research data.

Schwarzschild B. 2002. Law rence
Berke ley lab con cludes that evi -
dence of ele ment 118 was a
fab ri ca tion. Phys ics Today
55(9):15–17.
Inter nal inves ti ga tion shows the
claimed dis cov ery of this super heavy
ele ment was part of a pat tern of
decep tion by one phys i cist that goes
back to 1994.

Ser vice RF. 2002. Bell Labs fires star
phys i cist found guilty of forg ing
data. Sci ence (Wash ing ton DC) 4 Oct;
298:30–31.
Accord ing to a report at least 17
papers by J.H. Schön con tain faked
exper i men tal results. The 17 papers
are listed. A list of 8 papers pub lished 
in Sci ence are retracted by co-authors,
Z. Bao et al., Sci ence 1 Nov. 2002, 
p. 961.

Farrer S. 2002. For whom the Bell
tolls? The Times Higher Edu ca tion
Sup ple ment(1546):8.
Reports on inquiry inves ti gat ing alle -
ga tions of fraud in the work of Jan
Hendrik Schön of Bell Lab o ra tories
and sug gests jour nals may be partly
to blame for com pet ing for “excit ing” 
papers.

[Edi to rial]. 2002. Reflec tions on
 scientific fraud. Nature (London) 3
Oct; 419:417.
Dif fi cult to pre vent “but all involved
can try harder”. Nature rejects
charges that in order to com pete they
cut cor ners in peer review and over -
rule hos tile review ers or select
sym pa thetic ones. (Re: Bell Labs.)

WRITING AND READING

Kirk man J. 2002. Writ ing read ably.
UroOncology 2(3):159–161.
“We must also pay atten tion to the
demands we put on our read ers’
 language-processing abil i ties.”
Henige D. 2002. Indexing: a users’
per spec tive. Jour nal of Schol arly 
Pub lishing 33(4):230-247.
 Too many books lack an index or
have an inad e quate index.

Durrani M. 2002. Writers face the
lan guage bar rier. Phys ics World
15(5):12.
Dis cusses why pop u lar sci ence books 
writ ten in Eng lish are most suc cess ful 
even in trans la tion, and the dif fi cul -
ties facing ESL authors in writ ing
such books.
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Mem ber ship list ad di tions and changes
NEW AND
REPLACEMENT
MEMBERS

Cor po rate mem bers
BMJ Pub lishing Group
BMA House
Tavistock Square
London, WC1H 9JR, UK
Pro fes sor Sebastian
Johnston
Mrs Sue King
Pro fes sor Paul McCrory
Dr Rob Miller
Dr David Mitch ell 
Dr Marchella Mitch ell
Dr Julian Savulescu
Pro fes sor Robin Spillar
Dr Helen Ward
Pro fes sor Wisia Wedzicha

Oikos
Dr Dorete Bloch
Djóradeildin
Fútalég 40
FO-100 Tórshavn
Faroe Islands
Scan di na vian Jour nal of
Work, Envi ron ment and
Health
Topeliuksenkatu 41 a A
FIN 00250 Hel sinki
Fin land
Pro fes sor Sven Hernberg
Dr Micheil Kompier
Dr Kjell Larsson
Ms Johanna Parviainen

Indi vid ual mem bers
Ms Kimberley M
Beckwith
Staalmeesterslaan 215
NL-1057 NT Amster dam
The Neth er lands
Tel. +31 62 465 8824
k.beckwith@galayaa.com
Ms Eliza Bennett
World Water Assess ment
Programme, c/o UNESCO,
Div. Water Sci ences
1 rue Miollis
F-75015 Paris, France
Tel.  +33 1 4568 4547
e.bennett@unesco.org
Ms Marie-Aude Bodin
World Water Assess ment
Programme, c/o UNESCO,
Div. Water Sci ences
1 rue Miollis
F-75015 Paris, France

Tel. +33 1 4568 4547
a.bodin@unesco.org

Arieh Bomzon
Depart ment of Phar ma col -
ogy
Bruce Rappaport Fac ulty
of Med i cine
Technion - Israel Insti tute
of Tech nol ogy
Efron Street, P O Box 9649
Haifa,  Israel 31096
Tel. +972 4 829 5259
bomzon@tx.technion.ac.il
Free lance

Pro fes sor J M Fitzpatrick
Sur gi cal Pro fes so rial Unit
47 Eccles Street
Dublin 7, Ire land
Tel. +353 1 803 2098
editor@bjuintemater.ie
BJU Inter na tional
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In struc tions to au thors con trib ut ing to Eu ro pean Sci ence Editing
The edi tors of Euro pean Sci ence
Editing, the bul le tin of the Euro pean
Asso ci a tion of Sci ence Edi tors (ISSN
0258-3127), wel come con tri bu tions
related to the edit ing and man age -
ment of pub li ca tions in the sci ences.
Sub mis sions in the fol low ing
 categories are accepted: Arti cles,
View points, Cor re spon dence, brief
Reports of Meet ings (see sug ges tions
for  reports given at the end of these
instructions), short news items, and
notes about arti cles, books or Web
sites of inter est to edi tors of sci en tific
jour nals or books.

Con tri bu tions
Con tri bu tions should be sent to the
appro pri ate sec tion editor (see
 sections described below). A copy
may also be sent to the Chief Editor
(hmaisonneuve@ websurg.com) when 
appro pri ate. 

Con tri bu tions should pref er a bly be
sent by e-mail or sub mit ted on disk
(see Elec tronic con tri bu tions below).
Dupli cate pub li ca tion (pub li ca tion of
items that over lap sub stan tially with
any already pub lished) is to be
avoided. All mate rial is sub ject to
edit ing/copy edit ing.

Authors are asked to con sult the
Chief Editor if the same or very
 similar work has been pub lished else -
where, mainly for work in a  language 
other than Eng lish. Con tri bu tions are
assumed to con tain data that have
not been fal si fied. Cur rent codes of
ethics in appro pri ate pro fes sional
fields apply.

For arti cles and book or soft ware
reviews two copies of a double-
spaced type script should accom pany
the disk or (for e-mail con tri bu tions)
be posted sep a rately. Any unusual
char ac ters or for mat ting in the text

should be indi cated by a mark in the
margin of the type script version.

Edi to rials are usu ally com mis sioned 
but spon ta ne ous sub mis sions are
wel come.

Orig i nal arti cles will be sub ject to
review. Final accep tance or rejec tion
is decided by the Edi to rial Board.
Articles should be up to 2000 words
in length and should include an
abstract of up to 200 words. If they
report research data, they should
follow the IMRaD format (Intro duc -
tion, Methods, Results, and
Dis cus sion), and have a struc tured
abstract with four head ings (Back -
ground, Methods, Results, and 
Con clu sion). 

Arti cles should be sent to John Glen 
(166 Sellywood Road, Bir ming ham
B30 1UX, UK; e-mail john_glen@jgla.
Demon.co.uk)(e-mail ver sions must
be saved and sent  in .txt format). 
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Mr Paul D Hartley
SPI Build ing
Pascor Drive
Sto Nino
1700 Paranque City
Tel. +63 2 855 8748
r.casilla@spitech.com
Mr Ian C Metcalfe
Berna Biotech Limited
79 Rehhagstrasse
CH-3018 Bern, Swit zer land
Tel. +41 31 980 6359
ian.metcalfe@bernabiotech.
com
Pro fes sor Torben
Schroeder
Ugeskrift for Laeger
Trondhjemsgade 9
Copen ha gen Ø
DK-2100 Den mark
Tel. +45 3544 8500
tvs@dadlnet.dk
Ugeskrift for Laeger
Rabi Thapa
7 rue Klein
F-6700 Strasbourg, France
Tel. +33 388 119116
r.thapa@websurg.com
Ms Denese Warmington
Royal Aus tra lian Col lege
of Gen eral Prac ti tio ners
Col lege House
1 Palmerston Cres cent
South Mel bourne, Vic 3205

Aus tra lia
Tel. +61 (0)3 9214 1414
Aus tra lian Family Phy si cian
Dr Mira Zore-Armanda
Insti tute of Ocean og ra phy
& Fish eries
HR-2100 Split, Croatia
Tel. +385 21 358 688
zore@izor.hr
Acta Adriatica

CHANGES

Cor po rate
SENSE
Ms Linda McPhee
Elm Farm
Doc tor’s Lane, Ashen
Nr Stoke-by-Clare, CO10
8PW, UK
Tel. +44 (0)1440 788608
linda@write-research.com

Indi vid ual
Ms Helena Bornstein
14 Hanassi Street
Apart ment Eleven
Jeru sa lem 91041, Israel
Tel. +972 (0)2 563 5602
Free lance
Mrs Vanessa Coul ter
Annals of Trop i cal 
Pae di at rics

Liv er pool School of
 Tropical Med i cine
Pembroke Place
Liv er pool, L3 5QA, UK
Tel. +44 (0)151 705 3239
vcoul ter@liv.ac.uk
Dr Mar ga ret Foti
Amer i can Asso ci a tion for
Cancer Research
615 Chest nut Street
Phil a del phia, PA
19106-3483
USA
Tel. +1 215 440 9300
foti@aacr.org
Cancer Research, Clin i cal
Cancer Research
Thomas A Lang
PO Box 1257
Mur phys, CA 95247
USA
Tel. +1 209 728 3057
TomLangCom@aol.com
Ms Alison Arderne Olsen
Theresesgt. 9
N-0358 Oslo
Norway
Tel. +47 2224 3326
a-eliols@online.no
Dr Mark Powlson
Falcon Avenue
Bed ford MK1 7DY, UK
Tel. +44 (0)1234 361 0621
Powlson7@aol.com

Mrs Niki Sioki
28 Gavrielidi Street
Kalamaria
GR-54655 Thessaloniki
Greece
Tel. +30 (0)2310 254027
niki@medbooks.gr
Dr Car o lyn Symon
Arden House
6 High Street
Tutbury DE13 9LP, UK
car o lyn.symon@
btinternet.com
Free lance
Ms Grace Townshend
Adis Inter na tional Limited
30 The Quad rant
Abingdon Sci ence Park
Abingdon, OX14 3YS, UK
Tel. +44 (0)1865 861600
grace.townshend@uk.adis.
com
Dr Moira Vekony
DunaScripts - Trans la tion
and Edi to rial
554 Silvermeadow Place
Waterloo, Ontario
Canada N2T 2P9
Tel: 519 747 3234
DunaScripts@edi tors.ca

DEATH
We much regret to
announce the death of
Peter Lomax.
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View points rep re sent the opin ions
or per sonal expe ri ences of the author
rather than research (send to
maeve.oconnor@talk21.com). View -
points should have an infor ma tive
abstract.

Cor re spon dence is wel comed on
items that have appeared in recent
issues of the bul le tin and sim i lar
 matters (send to maeve.oconnor@
talk21.com).

Reports of meet ings are coor di nated
by Moira Vekony (DunaScripts@
edi tors.ca) and should be planned
before the meet ing. The Edi to rial
Board wel comes all pro pos als for
such reports.

The EASE-Forum Digest is com piled 
by Arjan Polderman
(A.K.S.Polderman@pw.nl). The objec -
tive is to sum ma rize the dis cus sions
of recent months. The com piler may
ask ini ti a tors of some dis cus sions to
pro vide a con cise sum mary or
rewrite their con tri bu tions for other
sec tions of Euro pean Sci ence Editing.

Books for review should be sent to
Marie-Louise Desbarats-Schonbaum
(Peelkensweg 4, 5428 NM Venhorst,
Neth er lands), who nor mally com mis -
sions reviews and coor di nates the
review pro cess. Reviewers should
sent their reviews to her at
venhorst@compuserve.com.

News Notes are com piled by
 Margaret Cooter (mcooter@bmj.com), 
who will be glad to receive short
news items related to edit ing,
 publishing and man ag ing jour nals,
includ ing items from non- 
 Eng lish-speak ing coun tries.

Forth com ing Meet ings and Courses:
infor mation for inclu sion in this list
should be sent to maeve.oconnor@
talk21.com.

The Edi tor’s Book shelf is com piled
by Jean Shaw and details of suit able
arti cles or books should be sent to her 
(exxjgs@bath.ac.uk). Con tri bu tions
from non-Eng lish-speak ing coun tries
are wel come.

The Edi tors’ WebWatch is com piled
by Moira Vekony (DunaScripts@
edi tors.ca).

Style
Use the spell ing of the Oxford Eng lish
Dic tio nary (Con cise or Shorter),
includ ing -ize, -ization where appro -
pri ate. Use inclu sive lan guage
(non-sexist, non-racist). Avoid foot -
notes and abbre vi a tions other than SI
units and any others that are widely
accepted and under stood. If other
abbre vi a tions are used, explain them
when they are first men tioned. Write

num bers one to nine in full in the
text, except when they are attached to 
units of mea sure. Use double quo ta -
tion marks, with single quo ta tion
marks only for quo ta tions within
quo ta tions.

See also the sec tion on elec tronic
con tri bu tions below.

Cita tions in the text
For cita tions in the text, use either
name(s)/year (“as Adam & Eve (1997) 
reported”, or “(Adam & Eve 1997)”)
or num bers in brack ets on the line
(“[1]”). Accu racy of ref er ences is the
respon si bil ity of the author(s).

Ref er ence list style
Jour nal titles should be writ ten in
full. The year should appear after the
authors’ names and before the arti cle
title in both name/year and num -
bered ref er ences, as below:

Adam A, Eve Z. 1997. Eating apples
can be dan ger ous. Jour nal of
Food Infor mation 8:51–59.

or
1. Adam A, Eve Z. 1997. Eating apples

can be dan ger ous. Jour nal of
Food Infor mation 8:51–59.

Elec tronic con tri bu tions
Longer items such as arti cles should
be sent as e-mail attach ments; other
items may be sent as attach ments or
as ordi nary e-mail mes sages. Con tri -
bu tions may also be sent on 3.5-inch
disks for IBM-PC-com pat i ble
machines (Mac format disks and files
cannot be accepted). All files must be
checked for viruses before being
 submitted.

Text should pref er a bly be pro duced 
in Microsoft Word (saved in .txt
format for arti cles, but doc or .rtf for
all other items)  in 10-point Palatino
Linotype or Times New Roman,
with out any spe cial styl ing. In their
elec tronic form con tri bu tions should
be single-spaced and unjus ti fied (that 
is, all typing should start at the
left-hand margin, with an uneven
right-hand margin). 

With Word, accents and any text in
ital ics or bold let ter ing will be rec og -
nized by the pub lish ing soft ware. If
you are using ASCII format (.txt
exten sion),  however, indi cate ital ics
or bold  lettering by under lin ing in a
print out, and use double-spac ing
(two para graph returns — but no
more) between para graphs, between
head ings and text, and between each
ref er ence in a ref er ence list. Remove
any run ning heads, page num bers or

page divi sions before saving the final
ver sion of the file.

Head ings should be in cap i tals and
lower-case let ter ing, with one blank
line above each head ing. Use bold
type for a level 1 head ing and ital ics
for a level 2 head ing. Avoid level 3
head ings.

Tables set in MS Word may be
included in the main text. Tables set
with other pro grams should be sent
as a file on disk, sep a rately from the
text.

Fig ures should be high res o lu tion
(scanned at 300 dpi) and each should
be sent in  a sep a rate file saved in
.bmp, .tif, .jpg or .eps format.

Dead lines and proofs
Dead line dates are Decem ber 15,
March 15, June 15 and Sep tem ber 15
for the Feb ru ary, May, August and
Novem ber issues.

Proofs (print-outs) may be sent if
authors ask for them or if the edi tors
have que ries for the authors.

Meet ing re ports: sug ges tions for
pre sen ta tion
1) Pro vide 400–500 words, at most, on 
a three-hour ses sion, and 200–250 for
a 90-minute ses sion.
2) Do not feel obliged to men tion
every pre sen ta tion, and cer tainly not
every dis cus sant: focus on what will
inter est ESE read ers.
3) Con cen trate on new infor mation
rather than just opin ion. Where
 numbers are given, check their
 correctness.
4) When record ing non-fac tual
papers or dis cus sion, focus on
 opinion that is new to you. EASE is
bor row ing your judge ment as well as
your time.
5) If dis cus sion of a paper reaches a
con sen sus, record that.
6) Give the names and brief insti tu -
tional addresses of con tri bu tors
whose pre sen ta tions you report.
7) Keep com ments on the orga ni za -
tion of the con fer ence to a min i mum:
the heat of the room and the hard ness 
of the seats are unlikely to inter est
your read ers.
8) Be pre pared for your report to be
edited, and note that time con straints
may pre vent the edi tors from con sult -
ing you about changes.
9) Write up your con tri bu tion as soon 
as the meet ing ends . . .
10) Send your report to Moira
Vekony (DunaScripts@edi tors.ca).

The edi tors look for ward to seeing
your con tri bu tions.

In struc tions to authors 28 Eu ro pean Sci ence Editing Feb ru ary 2003; vol. 29(1)

mailto:maeve.oconnor@talk21.com)
mailto:(A.K.S.Polderman@pw.nl)
mailto:venhorst@compuserve.com
mailto:(mcooter@bmj.com)
mailto:(exxjgs@bath.ac.uk)


Eu ro pean Sci ence Editing Feb ru ary 2003; vol. 29(1) 29

Euro pean Asso ci a tion of Sci ence Edi tors

Eighth Gen eral Assem bly and Con fer ence
Guild hall, Bath, UK

8–11 June 2003

Editing and sci en tific “truth”

Cel e brating the Asso ci a tion’s 21st Anni ver sary

The Second Cir cu lar and reg is tra tion forms were mailed to all mem bers in
mid-Novem ber, 2002. 

Mem bers in good stand ing receive a sub stan tial dis count on reg is tra tion fees.  
If you would like a copy of the Second Cir cu lar, con tain ing the reg is tra tion form and

pro vi sional programme, hotel res er va tion forms, travel and other prac ti cal infor mation, 
con tact EASE, P.O. Box 426, Guild ford, GU4 7ZH, UK, or visit the Web site at

www.ease.org.uk/ease2003info2.pdf

http://www.ease.org.uk/ease2003info2.pdf


Membership of EASE
EASE, the Euro pean Asso ci a tion of
Sci ence Edi tors, is open to edi tors of
pub li ca tions in the sci ences, to oth ers
with respon si bil ity for edit ing or
 managing such pub li ca tions, or work -
ing in any branch of sci en tific
com mu ni ca tion, and to indi vid u als
rep re sent ing sci en tific pub li ca tions or
pub lish ing bod ies. Although EASE is
Euro pean-based, mem bers are wel -
come wher ever they live.

EASE of fers its mem bers
• Meet ings on find ing and keep ing

the right au thors, ref er ees, read -
ers, pub lish ers and print ers; on
pro duc ing pub li ca tions quickly
and eco nom i cally; on keep ing up
with mod ern tech nol ogy in ed it -
ing and print ing; and on other
 intellectual and prac ti cal prob -
lems in the trans fer of sci en tific
 information.

• Four is sues a year of the jour nal,
Eu ro pean Sci ence Editing, which
pub lishes ar ti cles, re ports meet -
ings, an nounces new de vel op -
ments and forth com ing events,
and calls at ten tion to books and ar -
ti cles of in ter est to mem bers.

• Chap ters of the Sci ence Ed i tors’
Hand book as these are is sued
(40–50 chap ters are due to be
 published or re is sued in 2003).

Sub scrip tion rates (2003)
Mem ber ship is for a cal en dar year. For 
those join ing late in the year

 membership may start from the
 following Jan u ary (please indi cate
your choice on the form).

The cost for indi vid ual mem bers is
£56. Orga ni za tions pay ing sub scrip -
tions for three or more named
mem bers are accepted as cor po rate
mem bers: each per son has full mem -
ber ship priv i leges but cop ies of the
jour nal etc. are sent to one mem ber for
dis tri bu tion to the oth ers. Rates: three
peo ple £160; four £215; five £266; six
£320; seven £373; eight and over, £50
per mem ber.

If you wish to spon sor an edi tor
 living in a coun try with cur rency
exchange prob lems you can do so by
pay ing an extra £28 annu ally.

If you are aged over 60 and no
 longer receive a full-time sal ary but
are still engaged in writ ing or edit ing,
you may pay a “retired” sub scrip tion
rate of £28.

Mem bers who fail to pay the
 subscription after three requests will
be regarded as lapsed and will be
 removed from the mem ber ship list.
Mem bers who rejoin after laps ing may 
be charged an extra fee in  addition to
the cur rent year’s pay ment.

Jour nal
Mem bers receive Euro pean Sci ence
Editing with out charge (four  issues/
year). The sub scrip tion for non- mem -
bers is £50 includ ing post age. Sin gle
cop ies £15 each.

Methods of pay ment
(1)By credit card (Mas ter card/
Eurocard or VISA; no other cards can
be accepted).
(2)By a cheque or bank draft pay able
to “EASE”, drawn in ster ling on a
bank in the UK. Please tell your bank
that you will pay all bank charges, and
ask them to make sure that your name
(or the cor po rate rep re sen ta tive’s
name) appears on the cheque or on an
accom pa ny ing advice note. Send
cheques/drafts to the EASE Sec re tar iat
by ordi nary mail (UK) or air mail, NOT 
by reg is tered mail.

Data Pro tec tion Act
The EASE mail ing list is held on the
asso ci a tion’s com puter. To com ply
with the UK Data Pro tec tion Act, 
hold ers of  information kept in this
way must ask those on the list whether  
they agree to the infor mation being
thus recorded. Please note, there fore,
that your sig na ture on the appli ca tion
form will be taken to mean that you
agree to the infor mation on the form,
the date on which you join EASE,
and/or your sub scrip tion sta tus being
held on com puter so that the asso ci a -
tion can send you mem ber ship
mate rial and/or the  journal.
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APPLICATION FORM: MEMBERSHIP OF EASE, or journal subscription. 
(Please type, or print clearly)
o I/We wish to apply for indi vid ual/cor po rate mem ber ship of the Euro pean Asso ci a tion of Sci ence Edi tors
OR
o I/We wish to sub scribe to the jour nal as a non-mem ber/non-mem bers
Name and ti tle (Pro fes sor, Dr, etc.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Ad dress . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Town · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Post code· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Coun try. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Tel. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Fax . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
E-mail . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Full ti tle of the main pe ri od i cal you edit (where rel e vant) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Job ti tle (ed i to rial), or free lance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
For cor po rate mem ber ship, list names and ad dresses etc. on a sep a rate sheet of pa per . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Start mem ber ship/sub scrip tion  o  Now, for the cur rent year; OR o  On 1 Jan u ary next
Pay ment (see Methods of pay ment, above)
o  Charge Mastercard/Eurocard/VISA, OR o Cheque/draft enclosed
Card num ber · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · Card ex piry date . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Print name/address used for card account, if dif fer ent from address above:
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

£.......... mem ber ship fee (see Sub scrip tion rates above);   o  £28.00 as a retired mem ber;
o  £28.00 to spon sor an edi tor;   o  £50.00 for jour nal only.
To tal en closed or au tho rized: £..................                                 Date . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Sig na ture  (see sec tion above on Data Pro tec tion Act) · · · · · · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Please return this form to: EASE Sec re tar iat, PO Box 426, Guild ford, GB-GU4 7ZH
Tel./fax +44 (0)1483-211056; e-mail: sec re tary@ease.org.uk; Web: www.ease.org.uk/

mailto:tary@ease.org.uk
http://www.ease.org.uk/





